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Digests of Recent Opinions 


WILLS — Marriage of a man 
does not impliedly revoke his 
antenuptial will. 


Frances, J. rendered Dec. 1, 1958. 
Supreme Court. In Re Santelli. 
For appellant — Frank Pascar- 
ella (Herbert Horn on the brief 
and of counsel). For various re- 
spondents — Allen B. Endicott, 
William Elmer Brown, Jr., and 
John A. Miller. 

The issue involved is whether 
the marriage of a man impliedly 
revokes his antenuptial will. It 
has never been decided in this 
state. The lower court held the 
marriage did not revoke the will. 
The Supreme Court certified the 
appeal on its own motion. 

Held: At common law, because 
of the merging of the wife’s 
identity into that of her hus- 
band, she lost the right to make 
a will. Consequently, it was con- 
sidered she would be incapable 
of revoking a will. To avoid hav- 
ing her antenuptial will become 
irrevocable by reason of her 
marriage, the common law there- 
fore was that marriage of a wo- 
man ipso facto revoked her prior 
will. However, the same 
quences did not fall on the ante- 








conse- 





nuptial will of a man. Marriage | 


alone did not produce invalidity. 





His will survived until the birth 
of a child when, in the absence 
of provision for the child, it was 
impliedly revoked. But, this doc- 
trine of implied revocation pro- 


duced many problems to y 
ourts. Finally, in 1837, 
ment rendered the 


ing a new Statute of w 
rovided that “every 











jes 


y a man or woman shall 


be re 


| voked by his or her marriage’ 


In our state, the Constitution 

f 1776, Sec. XXII, adopted the 
| common law of England for New 
Thus, the principles of 
lied revocation of wills of 
1 and women resulting from 
Marriage and the birth of chil- 
dren, as they then existed, be- 
came operative here. And, under 
our earlier statutes, the common 
aw incapacity of a married wo- 
was continued. This situa- 
ton was adopted and followed in 
the Wills Act of 1795. Then in 
1824 the Wills Act was amended 
0 provide that if a testator made 
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sue and did not provide for or 
Mention afterborn children 
herein, such will would be void 
e died survived by issue or 
le ensient. Thus the Legisla- 
ture Clearly brought into our 
statutory law on wills the basic 
C 10n law and modified it ac- 
‘Ording to the standards they 
seemed appropriate. 


The matter was again consid- 
‘red by the Legislature in 1834 
nd it decided not to alter or 
lodify the policy making im- 
bled revocation of an antenup- 
“al will of a man depend on 
290rn issue and not on sub- 
nt marriage. Moreover, the 





















° S as to revocation because 
‘ afterborn children. And, in 
S work on Wills and Adminis- 
ation, former Judge Clapp, who 
"88 chairman of the Committee 

‘pointed by the Legislature in 

“90 to revise Title 3 of the Re- 

‘Sed statutes, states that “the 
“atutes do not authorize the 
m@ ocation of a will in any other 
“4¥; hence neither a divorce of 
= testator or testatrix, nor his 
~“alrlage . . . will operate to re- 
ke a will after it is made”. The 
“lslon produced by this Com- 











mittee was accepted by the leg- 
islature in 1951 and became Title 
3A. The earlier sections here 
relevant were brought unaltered 
into the new title. Thus, the 
statutory law for over 134 years 
has been that revocation of a 
man’s will rests not on subse- 
quent marriage but on afterborn 
issue. And the absence of any 
case in the books wherein the 
present contention was raised 
furnishes a clear indication that 
the bench and bar have not re- 
garded marriage alone as suf- 
ficient ground for vitiating a 
man’s will. 

The right to inherit property 
or to receive it under testament- 
ary disposition is the creation of 
legislative enactments. The leg- 
islative policy, as ordained now 
by N. J. S. A. 3A:3-10, is that 
regardless of when the marriage 
occurred, a will made by a test- 
ator when he had no issue is re- 
voked by unmentioned or unpro- 


vided for afterborn issue but is | 


not revoked merely by marriage. 

The wisdom of the policy is for 

the legislature, not the courts. 
Affirmed. 


NACCA to Hold Meeting 


On Workmen's 


Compensation Changes | 


On Wednesday, December 17, | 


1958 at 8 p.m. at the Hotel Plaza, 
Jersey City, the New Jersey 
regular monthly meeting to a 
discussion on Workmen’s Com- 
pensation. The subjects covered 
will be the One Per Cent Fund 
: Total Disability Cases. In 
view of the proposed legislation 


meeting should be of great in- 
terest to those dealing in Work- 
men’s Compensation Law. 

Deputy Director Samuel S. 
Ferster will discuss phases of 
the One Per Cent Fund under 
the Workmen’s Compensation 
Law, including cases applicable, 
the rate of compensation applic- 
able and proposed changes. 

Alexander Avidan will discuss 
disability, including total and 
permanent disability, under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act; 

its meaning and scope as con- 
strued by our cases; factors 
which constitute total disability 
and the effect of prior injury, or 
disease, thereon. 

Herbert Klosk will give a de- 
tailed practical discussion of the 
procedure to be followed in One 
Per Cent Fund cases and in the 
prior proceeding establishing the 
compensable injury, including 
the recent departmental direc- 
tive relevant to this situation. 

Jack Lerner’ will discuss 
pending and proposed relevant 
legislation. 

Time permitting, the member 
speakers will permit a question 
and answer period embracing 
other compensation matters. 

The meeting is open to the 
entire Bench and Bar of New 
Jersey. 


Herbert E. Greenstone, of 
Newark, is President of the 
Chapter. 


Judge Kwalick to Address 
Certified Shorthand 
Reporters 


Judge Julius Kwalick of the 
Union County District Court will 
be the guest speaker at the an- 
nual meeting of the Certified 
Shorthand Reporters Association 
to be held on Saturday, Decem- 
ber 13, 1958, at Jumping Brook 
Country Club, Neptune. 


| Flanagan for some time. 


| Notice To The Bar _ 





Christmas re- 
cess, December 22, 1958 to 
January 2, 1959, inclusive, 
Judge Donald M. Waesche has 
been designated as the Su- 
perior Court judge on duty 


During the 





for the purpose of hearing 
any emergent matters. Dur- 
ing this period he will be 
available either at his cham- 
bers in the Court House, 
Hackensack (telephone Dia- 
mond 2-2200) or at his home 
(telephone Teaneck 6-0036). 


Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director of 
the Courts 


Decision of Interest 
CONFLICTS ~—Where all of the 

tortious conduct and its con- 

sequences take place within a 


single foreign state the law of | 
that state will control; but if! 
the tortious conduct in the for-| 
is followed in the) 


eign state 
state of the forum by injurious 


consequences and independent | 
tortious conduct by other tort- | 


feasors, then the law of the 

forum applies at least as to the 

independent tortious conduct in 
the forum. 

—Release executed in New Jersey 
of Ohio accident claim is gov- 
erned by New Jersey law as to 
its effect on action for mal- 
practice in treating the injuries 
in New Jersey. 

RELEASE — A release of the orig- 
inal tortfeasor does not release 
a successive independent tort- 
feasor unless it was so intended 
or the amount paid thereunder 
constituted full compensation 
for both and was accepted as 
such. 

SUPREME COURT OF NEW 

JERSEY 

No. A-22, September Term, 1958. 

Alph Daily, Plaintiff-Appellant, vs. 

Harold M. Somberg and John J. 

Flanagan, Defendants - Respond- 

ents. Argued October 6. 1958; de- 

cided Dec. 1, 1958. 

Mr. Bernard Chazen argued the 
cause for the appellant (Nathan 
Baker, of Counsel; Messrs. Baker, 
Garber & Chazen, Attorneys) . 

Mr. H. Curtis Meanor argued the 
cause for the spondent Harold 
M. Somberg and Mr. William P. 
Braun, Sr., argued the cause for 
the respondent John J. Flanagan 
(Arthur J. Blake, of Counsel; 
Messrs. Emory, Langan, Lamb, & 
Blake, Attorneys for defendant- 
respondent Harold M. Somberg; 
Messrs. Braun & Hoey, Attorneys 
for defendant-respondent John J. 
Flanagan). 

The opinion of the Court was 
delivered by Jacobs, J. 

The plaintiff appealed to the 
Appellate Division from the sum- 
mary judgment which the Law 
Division had entered in favor of 
the defendants. See Daily v. Som- 
berg, 49 N.J. Super. 469 
We certified on our own motion. 

On January 14, 1954 the plain- 
tiff was seriously injured in an 
automobile accident in Ohio. He 
was in an Ohio hospital for al- 
most a month and on February) 
10, 1954 was transferred to St. 
Michael’s Hospital in Newark, New 
Jersey. While at St. Michael’s he 
was under the care of the defen- | 
dants, Dr. Somberg and Dr. Flan-| 
agan. On May 22, 1954 the plain- 
tiff was operated on by the defen- | 
dants. On June 7, 1954 he was 
discharged from St. Michael’s but 
continued under the care of Dr.| 
There- | 
after he came under the care of| 
physicians at the University Hos- | 
pital, New York University - Belle- | 
vue Medical Center who operated | 


















(1958). | 
‘grams is the distribution of spe- 


| N. J. State Bar Examinations 
Attorneys — November, 1958 


QUESTIONS 

1. (a) On Sept. 1, 1958, Farmer 
said to Tiller: “I'll give you $400 
for your used tractor”. Tiller 
replied: “You know that I need 
money badly, and that the trac- 
|tor is worth a lot more than 
$400; but, if you won’t pay any 
more than $400, I'll take it”. 
| Neither Farmer nor Tiller con- 
tinued the conversation any 
further. A few hours later, how- 
|ever, Tiller sold and delivered 
| the tractor to Planter for $600, 


| 


_| | which was $200 less than its fair 


| market value. 

| What rights, if any, has Farm- 
ler against Tiller? 

| (b) On Oct. 1, 1958, John 
| White signed the following in- 
strument: 








Noden To Be Named 
Judge of Mercer 
Juvenile Court 





Governor Meyner has an- 
nounced, in accordance with the 
provision for public notice of 
judicial appointments contained 
lin the State Constitution, that 
|he will submit to the Senate the 
| following nomination: 

For appointment as Judge of 
|the Juvenile and Domestic Rela- 
| tions Court of Mercer County: 
| J. Wilson Noden, of Titusville. 


California State Bar's 
'Legal Education Courses 
Draw Record Enrollment 





BERKELEY (ACCN) — Parti- 
cipation in the fall 1958 State 
Bar of California’s Continuing 
Education of the Bar program is 
exceeding all previous attend- 
ance records. Almost 6,300 law- 
yers are enrolled for the five 
lectures on “Presenting Evidence 
in Court,’ offered in 24 com- 
munities throughout California. 

Now in its 12th year of opera- 
tion, the state bar’s committee 
on continuing education of the 
bar, through the facilities of 
University of California Exten- 
sion, and in cooperation with 
local bar associations, presents 
state-wide lectures series twice 
yearly on subjects of timely in- 
terest to the state’s 19,000 law- 
yers. The series for spring 1959 
will be on California Family Tax 
Planning. 

Special programs are also of- 


fered. Some planned for the near 
future include legal discussion 


!of business dealings under anti- 
| trust laws, the oil and gas indus- 
try, everyday practice for young 
attorneys, and human behavior 
and civil law practice. More than 
13,000 lawyers enrolled in the 
programs offered last year. 


A unique feature of the pro- 


cially prepared handbooks to 
supplement material covered in 
lectures. These books contain 
numerous annotated forms, pro- 
cedural guides, checklists, and 
other legal aids. 


Yale Law Alumni 
Luncheon 


The Yale Law School Associa- 
tion will hold its annual Lunch- 
eon at noon on Friday, January 
30, 1959 at the Waldorf-Astoria 
Hotel, New York City. 

The principal speaker will be 
the Hon. Malcolm A. MacIntyre, 
Under Secretary of the Air Force. 
Reservations may be made 
through Axel H. Baum, Esq., One 


“October 1, 1958. 

I hereby sell and transfer 
my ARC color television re- 
ceiver to my son, Henry White, 
for the sum of $300 payable 

October 10, 1958. 

(Signed) John White.” 

At the time John signed this 
instrument, he intended, as 
Henry knew, to make a gift of 
the receiver to Henry, but in- 
serted in the instrument the 
words “for the sum of $300, pay- 
able October 10, 1958”, in order 
not to cause bad feelings on the 
part of his other son, Frank, to 
whom John then owed $300. On 
Oct. 2, 1958, John delivered the 
receiver to Henry. 

On Oct. 5, 1958, Frank found 
the paper in his father’s desk 
and angrily demanded a written 
assignment to him (Frank) of 
his father’s rights thereunder. 
John meekly complied with 
Frank’s demand. 

On Oct. 15, 1958, after Henry 
had refused to pay his brother, 
Frank, the sum of $300, Frank 
sued Henry for that amount. 

What defense, if any, has 
Henry? 

2. (a) B and W each wager 
$100 on the outcome of a foot- 
ball game between Army and 
Navy. As a part of the wagering 
transaction, S signs and gives to 
W a guaranty that S will pay 
$100 to W, if B loses and fails to 
pay. B loses and makes default. 
Thereupon, S pays $100 to W, 
and B gives S a demand note for 
the amount ($100) so paid by S 
to W. May S recover from B on 
the note? 

(b) On Aug. 1, 1958, S, induced 
by B’s fraudulent representations 
as to his financial condition, sold 
and delivered to B a_ $2,000 
motorboat on 30 days’ credit. 
Ten days later, after learning 
that B had no assets, S saw the 
boat in the Delaware River, and, 
without B’s knowledge, towed it 
back to his own boat-yard. On 
Aug. 15, 1958, S sold and deliver- 
ed the boat to F. On Aug. 20, 
1958, B, having meanwhile won 
$5,000 on a TV “quiz” show, 
tendered the sum of $2,000 to S 
and demanded the return of the 
boat. 

What rights, if any, 
against S? 

3. (a) On June 1, 1958, C had a 
valid but unliquidated claim 
against D for property damage 
negligently caused by D. On the 
same day, D and C signed a writ- 
ing by which D agreed to pay to 
C and C agreed to accept from 
D, in full settlement of C’s claim 
against D, the amount of certain 
commissions which D expected 
to collect from M for selling 
certain old machinery then 
owned by M. On July 1, 1958, D 
sold the said machinery for M, 
and received from M commis- 
sions in the total sum of $3,500. 

D, however, refused to pay the 
amount of the said commission 
to C, who thereupon sued D for 
$3,500 on the aforesaid agree- 
ment. 

Judgment for whom? 

(b) On June 1, 1958, C, a car- 
penter, upset and shattered an 
ancient Chinese urn, valued at 
$2,000, while working in H’s 
home. When H threatened to sue 
C for the amount of his (H’s) 
loss, C’s friend, F, promised to 
pay L, a lawyer, the sum of $200 
to defend C in case H actually 
sued C therefor. On July 15, 
1958, F died. 

On Aug. 1, 1958, H sued C for 
$2,000. L defended C and won the 


has B 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





AMENDMENT — It is doubtful 
whether a motion to quash 
service of summons constitutes 
an answering pleading under 


R.R. 4:15-1 requiring leave of | 


court or consent to thereafter 
amend the complaint. 


—Amendment will be granted to | 


correct misnomer of corporate 
defendant where correct de- 
fendant was in fact served, 
service was properly made, and 
correct defendant was aware 
it was the defendant intended. 
PROCESS — PLEADING — It is 
doubtful whether a motion to 
quash a summons or service 
thereof can be made more than 
20 days after the service. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Scherer, J. S. C. rendered Dec. 
1958. Superior Court. Law Div. 
Smith v. Thermofax Corp. For 
plaintiffs — Milton Malkin. For 
defendants Schneider, Lust- 
bader & Morgan. 
Defendant moves to quash ser- 
vice of the summons on the 


ground “there is no such de- 
fendant as served” Plaintiffs 
counter with a motion to amend 
the complaint to correct the 
name of defendant to Thermo- 


Fax Sales Incorporated. 

The complaint named the de- 
fendant as Thermofax Corp., a 
corporation. Summons was serv- 
ed Sept. 25, 1958 on Thermofax 
Corp. by serving “John A. O'Hea, 
Managing Agent,” at its usual 
place of business, 31 Lincoln 
Park, Newark. The complaint al- 


leges the female plaintiff suffer- | 
26, 1956 from 
in 


ed injuries on Oct. 


using ‘Thermofax paper a 
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; Thermofax copying machine, 
|that defendant is engaged 
|/manufacturing and selling the 
| machines, and that it was negli- 
gent in not warning of the risks 
inherent in using the chemically | 
| treated paper. 


Defendant served its notice of | 


motion on Oct. 27. The accom- | 


|panying affidavit, by Mr. O’Hea, 
states there is no such corpora- 


tion as Thermofax Corp., that he 


is Branch Sales Manager of 
| Thermo-Fax Sales Incorporated 
a Delaware corporation, that this 
corporation is the sole seller of | 
Thermo-Fax products in this 


state and that its principal office | 


here is at 33 Lincoln Park, New- 
ark. 

Defendant states that while | 
|Ordinarily it would consent to 


the amendment, it would not do 


so here as the statute of limita- 
tions has run. 


Held: R.R. 4:15-1 provides that | 


a party may amend as of course 
at any time before 
pleading is served. Otherwise he 


may amend only by leave of 
court or by consent. 
Quashing service of the sum- ! 


mons here would result in bar- | 
action | 


ring plaintiffs’ cause of 
because of the statute of limita- 
tions. 


Defendant’s motion was served | 


more than 20 days efter the 
vice of the summons. It is there- 
fore doubtful whether the mo- 
jtion can 
|4:12-1 (a) requires a defendant 
|}to serve his answer within 20 
days after service of the sum- 
|mons. While R.R. 4:12-2 (c) and 
|(d) provide that defenses of in- 
sufficiency of process or service 
| Of process may be made by mo- 
ition, it is implicit in this rule 
| that such steps must be taken 
| within the 20 day period for an- 
| swering. 

| Whether a Notice of Motion 
;constitutes an answering plead- 
ing under R.R. 4:15-1 thus re- 
quiring leave of court or consent 
'for amendment of the complaint | 
is also doubtful. 


ser- 





Amendments to pleadings are | 


to be liberally allowed. Where a 
defendant has been served, a 
misnomer in the summons may 
be corrected, but it cannot be 
amended where such amend- 
ment would make the record 
show a person has been served 
and brought into court when 
actually he has not been served. 

In the present case, there is 
no doubt that the proper defend- 
ant was summoned to 
the complaint and was aware 
that it was the defendant in- | 
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responsive | 


be maintained. R.R. | 
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tended to be named. No claim is 


*}made that Mr. O’Hea was not 


‘the proper person to receive ser- 
vice for Thermo-Fax Sales In- 
'corporated. The allegations of 
| the complaint made defendant 
| aware that, despite the misnom- 
er, it was the corporation sued. 
| To deny plaintiffs their day in 
;court on such a technical defect 
jis contrary to the modern con- 
| cept of the administration of 
| justice. 
Defendant’s motion is denied, 
is given to plaintiffs to 
summons and com- 
|plaint to state the proper cor- 
|porate name, and leave given to 
'defendant to answer or take 
other steps within 20 days from 
of order accordingly. 
| gaia ee 
LANDLORD AND TENANT — 
| LEASES — A covenant by a 
lessor to pay taxes applies only 
| to taxes on the premises as 
| they existed when leased and 
does not extend to nor include 
taxes resulting from improve- 
ments by the lessee neither 
authorized by the lease nor by 
applicable principles of law. 
|—In the absence of agreement 
contra, a lessee must bear the 
tax burden resulting from im- 
provements he makes for his 


| leave 


| 
entry 


| 


sole benefit or which he has 
the right to remove. 
—Clause leasing premises for 


designated use and “such other 
| lawful purpose as the tenant 
| may require” means such other 
| use as can be made of the 
| premises as they existed at the 

time of letting and is not a 

general authorization to the 

lessee to do what he wishes 
with the premises. 

—In the absence of agreement a 
tenant may not make material 
changes to the premises which 
will adversely effect the value 
of the premises or the inter- 
ests of the lessor. 

Digested from an opinion by 
| Weintraub, C. J. rendered Dec. 
1, 1958. Supreme Court. Crewe 
| Corp. v. Feiler. For appellant— 
|Justin W. Seymour (Seymour & 
‘Seymour attys). For respondent 

Julius Fielo. 

Plaintiff sued to recover from 
defendant the amount of in- 
crease in taxes allegedly caused 
by improvements in the property 
}made by defendant lessee. De- 
fendant had summary judgment 
which was affirmed with a dis- 
sent by the Appellant Division. 

Plaintiff had conducted a gen- 
eral family laundry business on 
the premises involved. It leased 
jthe property to defendant for a 
| term of 15 years at $7,500 annu- 
Lally with an option to buy for 

$60,000. Defendant said he in- 
ended to operate a “quick service 
laundry business” on the first 
floor and rent out the second 
floor to a tenant like a dress 
manufacturer. Defendant pur- 
chased certain equipment from 
plaintiff and began making al- 
terations for defendant’s laun- 
dry business but before complet- 
ing same abandoned such alter- 
ations and completely remodeled 
and renovated the building into 
an office building for which he 
receives an annual rent from two 
subtenants of $25,000. Plaintiff 
cont roo that the remodeling 
and improving of the building 
by de eater resulted in an in- 
crease of $2,700 in the yearly tax. 

The lease does not authorize 
alterations or improvements in 
express terms. It does provide 
however that the lessee should 
have immediate right of entry 
“for the purpose only of com- 
pleting plans and making meas- 
urements nnection with the 
alterations contemplated ... re- 
lated only to the modernizing of 
said laundry processing plant”. 
| The lease also contained a 
covenant, deemed dispositive by 
|the court below, that the “Land- 
|lord agrees to pay promptly 
|municipal real estate taxes... 
}and to submit for inspection re- 
ceipted bills .. .” 

Held: The covenant as to pay- 
ment of taxes is not an agree- 








inc 
ail 





'ment to pay taxes attributable 


to the improvements the lessee 
made. It applies to taxes on the 
premises as they existed when 
leased and is not an undertak- 
ing to pay taxes resulting from 
the improvements. The court so 
concludes because the improve- 
ments were not authorized either 
by the lease or by applicable 
principles of law and hence could 
not have been within the con- 
templation of the parties when 
they agreed upon the tax cov- 


enant. 
Generally, a lessee is, in ab- 
sence of express agreement to 


the contrary, liable for author- 
ized improvements made by him 
if he has the right to remove 
same, the landlord being other- 
wise chargeable. The ultimate 
test or basic rule is that a lessee 
must bear the tax burden result- 
ing from improvements he 
makes for his sole benefit. Under 
hat approach the improvements 
here were for the sole benefit of 
the lessee and the additional tax 


burden would be his. And, in 
a practical sense he had the 
right to remove the improve- 
ments by exercising the option 
to buy. 

The parties may contract for 


a different result and the Appel- 
late Division concluded they did. 
If the improvements were au- 
horized in the lease or by law 
then it could be debated whether 
the covenant to pay taxes could 
be fairly read to encompass the 
Situation that developed. But if 
the improvements were not au- 
thorized in the lease or by law, 
then the added tax burden could 
not have been contemplated by 
the tax covenant and accord- 
ingly the liability would be the 
lessee’s under the _ principles 
above stated. 

The lease does not expressly 
authorize the improvements 
made, the sole reference to al- 


terations being concededly for 
alterations other than _ those 


here involved. Defendant points 
to the provision in the lease that 
the letting is for a retail laun- 
dry “or such other lawful pur- 
pose as the tenant may require 
whether related to the laundry 
or dry-cleaning business or not”’ 
But this language permits such 
other uses as the premises exist- 
ed at the time of letting; it does 
not by implication authorize the 
lessees to do whatever they wish 
to make the premises suitable 
for any and all conceivable pur- 
poses. 

A tenant, in the absence of 
provisions to the contrary, may 
not make material changes or 
alterations in a building and any 
material change in the nature or 
character of the building is 
waste, even though the value of 
the property is enhanced there- 
by. 

The concept of waste is not 
rigid but varies in accordance 
With the length of the term, the 
objectives of the parties and 
other material facts. Here, an 
industrial building was remod- 
eled into an office building, a 
wholly incompatible structure. 
There is no suggestion of inter- 
vening physical or economic obs- 
olescence. The change was clear- 
ly beyond the intention of the 
parties and constituted waste. 

The emphasis in the present 
day approach as to what consti- 
tutes waste remains on the ele- 


Bertini To Head Bergen 


County Bar Ass'n 
Charles L. Bertini, of Woog.= 
Ridge, has been elected presi- 
dent of the Bergen County Bar 
Association. He succeeds Henry 
J. Bendheim, of Englewood. 

Other officers elected he 
annual meeting held December 
2, at the courthouse, Hackens 
were: Judge Lawrence A. Ca\ 
ato, vice-president; William 
Morrison, second vice- -presid: 
Le Roy B. Huckin, treasurer, an 
Maurice S. Au secrei 
Trustees for one year: WwW 
Gehringer, Bruce Losche 
Harold Okin. Trustees for two 
years: Ralph Leder, Jacob Sch- 
neider and Joseph Fitzp 
Trustee for three years to fill an 
unexpired term ending in 
John Mooney. 

Mr. Bertini becomes the 
president of the Bergen C 
Bar Association, which st: 
in 1899 and has grown 
membership of about 600. 


Announcement 
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es Thomas Dow rd, form 
U. S. Att Ly. and S} 
to the U. S. Atty. ¢ 





Jame 
tant 





tant 
ssistant 


A “+ 
has opened offices for the ne Ie 


practice of law at 10 Main 
West Orange. 


eral 
Street, 





ment of prejudice to the re- 
mainderman. A tenant, in the ab- 
sence of provision contrary, may 
not so act on the premises 
diminish the market value 
remainder or prejudice the in- 
terests of the remainderman Ls 
Any action having such effect Pet 
constitutes waste. Here, defend- 
ant’s conduct prejudiced plain- 
tiff’s interest by increasing the hi 
tax burden, thus decreasing t! 
rental yield, and, in light of the 
option, by decreasing value of a 
present sale by the lessor 

On the record, the lessee in . 
vaded the lessor’s rights an¢ uon 
therefore should respond 
increased burden they 
upon it. The lessor’s cove 
cannot be read to embrace n- 
duct violative of its rights 

Reversed and remanded to ths up ft 
trial court. the 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


REAL PROPERTY— An easement 
is extinguished by a merger of 
the title to the dominant and 
servient estates and is not re- 
vived by a subsequent severance 
of the titles into the former 
tenements. 

—A severance of a tract into many 
parcels and to many owners 
does not carry to each of them 
an easement given to the orig- 
inal tract grantees, their fam- 
ilies and visitors to use an 
adjoining lake. 

—The fact that a grant is set out 
under a heading purporting to 
list restrictions is of little mo- 
ment; it is the intent of the 
grantor as determined from 
the entire deed that is control- 
ling. 

—While the purchaser is not 
charged under the “Recording 
Act” with constructive notice of 
easements or covenants affect- 
ing his lands which do not ap- 
pear in his chain of title, he is 
chargeable with notice obtain- 
able from a physical inspection 
of the property or from a recital 
in a deed in his chain of title. 

REAL PROPERTY— FORECLOS- 
URE— A foreclosure of a mort- 
gage does not cut off easements 
granted after the mortgage un- 
less the holder thereof was join- 
ed as a party in the foreclosure 
proceeding. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Kolovsky, J.S.C., rendered Nov. 26, 
1958. Chancery Div. Camp Clear- 
water v. Plock et als. For plain- 
tiff — Mackerly & Friedman by 
Peter Friedman and Harold T. Mc- 
Govern. For defendant Mildred 
Wilson—Dolan & Dolan by John 
T. Madden. For defendant George 
Wilson — Morris, Downing & 
Sherred by Wills H. Sherred. 

Plaintiff seeks a declaration as 
to the rights of the parties in a 
small natural lake and an injunc- 
tion restraining defendants from 
using the lake. Defendant George 
Wilson claims that by virtue of 
prior grants and covenants he has 


an easement to maintain a dock fi 


or open summer house extending 
) to 20 feet into the lake and 
right to boat, fish and bathe 

in the lake. 


George’s claim is based on a 
deed in his chain of title in 1902 
whereby the then common own- 
er conveyed Tract D, in which 
George’s lands are located, to 
Kart and Iliff with a grant of an 
easement in Tract C, the lake, 
which was retained by the grant- 
or. The grant was to the grant- 
ees, their families and visitors. 
In 1925 Tract D and Tract C were 


N.Y. County Lawyers 


| Ass'n Ethics Opinion 


QUESTION No. 471 

| ADVERTISING, 

OF LAWYER INCLUDING 

ON LETTERHEAD REFER- 

ENCE TO PAST OR PRES- 

ENT JUDICIAL OR PUBLIC 
OFFICE 

| The Judicial Conference of the 

| State of New York has presented 


IMPROPRIETY 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—The sec- 


representatives of the nation’s 
media of public information and 
entertainment was announced 
today by the association. 

The Gavel awards were estab- 
| lished by the ABA to accord na- 





both conveyed by the respective | to us for consideration the fol-| tional recognition to newspapers, 


owners to one Orben and were 


subsequently subdivided. The sec- | 


ond easement grant relied on by 
George is in a deed to his two 
lots stating that the lands are 
conveyed “subject to the following 
restrictions”: and then follow re- 
Strictions against building more 
than 20 feet into the lake, side 


lines, front set backs and that the | 


grantee is given the “privilege” of 
using the lake in accordance with 
rules and regulations promulgated 
by the grantor and subject to the 
right of the grantor to change or 
impose new restrictions. 


Held: The merger of title to 


both the dominant and servient 


estates in Orben in 1925 extin-| 
guished the easements and rights | 


granted in the 1902 deed. The 
easement ceased to exist and was 
not revived by the later severance 
of the titles into the former dom- 
inant and servient tenements. 
Even if the easement had not 
been so extinguished it would not 
have passed to the grantees of 
subdivided lots. The severance of 
the tract into many parcels and 
to many owners would not carry 
the easement to each of them. 
As to the provisions in the deed 
to individual lots, the fact that a 
grant is set out under a heading 
purporting to list restrictions is 
of little moment. It is the intent 
of the grantor that is controlling 
and that intent is to be deter- 
mined from the language of the 
conveyance read as an entirety 
and in the light of the surround- 
ing circumstances. Tested by these 
rules it is clear that a grant of 
ng, boating and bathing rights 
was given but there is no justifi- 
cation for the claim that the 
building restrictions constituted a 
grant of a right to build into the 





lowing statement and questions: 

One of the areas in which 
the Judicial Conference has 
maintained a continual inter- 
est is the area of judicial 
ethics. We will greatly appre- 
ciate it if you 
your opinions on the following 
practices: 

1. The use by a judge, leg- 
islator or district attorney, 
who also maintains a lawful 
private practice as an attorney, 
of legal stationary which in- 


dicates his judicial position 
or public office. 
2. The use by an attorney, 


who formerly was a judge, 
legislator or district attorney, 
of stationery which refers to 
former position or office. 
ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 471 
In the opinion of the Commit- 
tee, the use in private law prac- 
tice by a judge 


or of a former judge or public 


official, of stationery which in- 
dicates his present or former 
judicial or public office is im- 
proper. 

| The use such stationery 
might tend to mislead the re- 
cipients thereof into believing 


that the attorney exerts special 
influence because of his public 
office or it may be taken to im- 
ply that specializing in 
certain types of matters, which 
;constitutes improper solicitation 








half a century. 
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when sent others than law- 
yers and might come within the 
prohibition of Canon 27 of the 
Canons of Pr sional Ethics. 
The Commi é furthermore 
considers th of such station- 
ery in bad taste and inconsistent 
with the lawyer’s duty to main- 
tain the dignity of the profes- 
sion (Canon 2 
lake. The latter were restrictions 


intended to be nor 


grants. 


and were not 
purport to be 
Plaintiff contends it had no no- 
tice of George’s rights as the deed 
mentioned was not in its chain of 
title and therefore it took title to 
the lake from these rights. | 
t is true that under the Record-| 
ing Act a purchaser is not charged 
with constructive notice of ease-| 
ments or covenants affecting his 
lands which appear in an earlier 
deed by grantor conveying 
property other than the property 
involved in the purchaser’s chain 
of title. But a purchaser is 
chargeable with notice by means 
other than the recording statute, 
for example, by notice from a phy- 
sical inspection of the property or 
from a rec in a deed in his 
chain of title. ery deed in plain- 
tiff’s chain of title since 1939 re- 
cites that it is subject to such 
boating, fishing and bathing rights 
in the lake as be outstanding 
by virtue of prior grants and use. 
This was sufficient to put plain- 
tiff on notice and inquiry which 
would have led to knowledge of 
George’s rights 
Plaintiff aruges further that 
since its title is derived from a 
foreclosure of a mortgage execut- 
ed prior to the creation of the 
easement relied by George, the 
easement was cut off by the fore- 
closure. A mortgage foreclosure 
can result in transfer of the title 
in the condition it was at the 
time of the mortgage and can cut 
off subsequent easements and en- 
cumbrances but only if the hold- 
ers thereof are joined as parties 
to the foreclosure. The holder of 
George’s easement was not made 
a party and hence his rights were | 
not cut off by the foreclosure. | 
Judgment accordingly. 
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will give us 


or public official, | 


magazines, radio and television 
networks, and the motion picture 
| industry for outstanding contri- 
; butions “to public understanding 
| Of the American legal and judi- 
| cial systems.” 

Eligible for the competition 
are newspaper or magazine ar- 
ticles and editorials, dramatic or 
documentary radio and televi- 
sion programs, and feature films, 
which were published, broadcast 
or released during the year end- 
ing Feb. 15, 1959. 

The deadline for entries 
March 1, 1959. 

Symbols of the award are in- 
dividually inscrided gavels. The 
judging committee may or may 
not, in its discretion, determine 
to make awards in all media cat- 
egories depending upon. the 
quality of entries. 

Entries may be submitted in 
any of the following subject 
areas: 1) Increasing public un- 
derstanding and appreciation of 
the American system of law and 
justice, 2) Cooperating with the 
organized bar of the nation to 
improve court administration, 
and 3) Explaining the role of 
the lawyer in American life. 

Awards will be announced ard 
presented at the 82nd annual 
meeting of the American Bar 
Assn. in Miami Beach, Fla., Aug, 
24-28, 1959. 

The rules for the 1959 compe- 
tition are: 

—Only materials published, 
broadcast, telecast or released in 
the U. S. during the one-year 
period ending Feb. 15, 1959, will 
be considered. Entries must be 
post-marked not later than 
March 1, 1959, and addressed to 
the American Bar Assn., Com- 
mittee on Media Awards, 1155 E. 
160th St., Chicago 37, Ill. 
| —Newspaper or magazine en- 
tries must be submitted in trip- 
prvi in scrapbook form, the 
| size not to exceed 14 by 16 inches. 
—Radio and television net- 
work programs must submit re- 


is 








|cordings or kinescopes of nom- 


ord annual American Bar Assn. | 
“Gavel Awards” competition for | 


A.B.A. Gavel Awards Program For 1959 
Announced 


inated programs and a brief 
story synopsis. 

— Motion picture producers 
must submit a 16 mm. print of 
the nominated film and three 
copies of the story synopsis. 

The awards committee will 
take into account, in addition to 
the quality of the entry, its value 
in promoting the objectives of 
the competition, and the size of 
the reader, listening or viewing 
audience. 

A leaflet giving further details 
of the competition may be ob- 
tained upon request to the Amer- 
ican Bar Assn. 

More than 1,500 lawyers, judg- 
es, government officials and bar 
leaders for the U. S., Canada 
and Great Britain were present 
at the first Gavel awards pres- 
entation ceremonies in Los An- 
geles last August. 

Winners of the 1958 awards 
were: Life Magazine, United Ar- 
tists Corp., Columbia Broadcast- 
ing Co., Cleveland Plain Dealer, 
and St. Petersburg (Fla.) Times. 


The awards committee is com- 
posed of: Chairman, Richard P. 
Tinkham, Hammond, Ind., chair- 
man of the ABA committee on 
public relations; Ross L. Malone, 
Roswell, N. M., ABA president; 
Sylvester C. Smith Jr., Newark, 
N. J., Chairman of the house of 
delegates; George S. Geffs, 
Janesville, Wis:, member of the 
board of governors, and Tappan 
Gregory, Chicago,  editor-in- 
chief of the American Bar Assn. 
Journal. 
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affairs, in business or 


up-to-date Will. 








W henever a change in tax laws, in family 


makes revision of an estate plan advisable, 
National State Bank suggests the cus- 
tomer consult his attorney for legal advice. 


Of course, no family program, except 
the most simple, is sound without a modern, 
And no Will, if unre- 
viewed, is likely to remain sound in these 
changing times. We constantly advise our 
customers that prompt discussion of their 
estate problems with their attorneys should 
help them do more for their families. 
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The Third Circuit Court of Appeals Vacancy 


The announcement by Judge Albert B. Maris that he will retire 
at the end of this year removes an able and distinguished jurist 
from the Third Circuit Court of Appeals Bench. As in the instance 
of Supreme Court Justice Burton’s retirement, it is essential that 
a successor be designated without delay so that the work of this 
Court, second in importance only to the Supreme Court, continue 
unhampered. It is, therefore, heartening to note that Chief Judge 
Phillip Forman, the senior judge of the federal district court for 
New Jersey is being considered as a possible successor to Judge 
Maris. 

It is certainly logical, assuming the necessary qualifications, 
to fill the Court of Appeals vacancy from among the judges of its 
District Courts. This permits the selection of an experienced judge 
familiar with the work handled by these courts. The ability and 
reputation of District Court judges after many years on the bench 
are matters of record and of general knowledge. Such an appointee 
is more likely to be endowed with a judicial temperament; an 
aptitude for judging; the knack of working from briefs; or a facile 
pen, all of which are necessary for a good appellate judge. Finally, 
it furthers one of our finest American traditions, the opportunity 
for advancement. 

It is clear, too, that the pending vacancy should be filled by an 
appointment from New Jersey. The Third Circuit encompasses 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware and The Virgin Islands. Of 
these, New Jersey is the second largest jurisdiction. Despite this, 
of the seven judges on this Court of Appeals bench only one, Judge 
McLaughlin, is from New Jersey, four are from Pennsylvania, one is 
from Delaware and one from the Virgin Islands. 

Judge Forman’s qualifications are well-known. A United States 
Attorney at the time of his appointment, Judge Forman became 
the youngest District Court Judge of his era at 37 years of age. In 
the intervening 25 years he has encouraged and increased respect 
for the federal judicial system and has created inestimable good 
will for its judiciary. Under his administration as Chief Judge the 
District of New Jersey has established an excellent record for 
prompt and efficient dispensation of justice. If, as is sometimes 
said, the test of a good appellate judge lies in his opinions, Judge 
Forman must again be classified as exceptionally qualified. Clear 
and on point, his opinions are frequently cited by courts in other 


districts and by Courts of Appeals. In the field of Admiralty the case | 


of The Ponce, 67 F. Supp. 725 (1946), is used a a guide of owner’s 


liability for cargo damage. Filomio v. Major General Powell, 38 F. } 


Supp. 183 (1941) and Application of Shirley Greenberg, 39 F. Supp. 


13 (1941) have become basic authorities on applications of draftees | 
The cases of Smith, Kline & French | 


for writs of habeas corpus. 
Laboratories v. Clark, 62 F. Supp. 971 (1945) and Q-Tips, Inc. v. 
Johnson & Johnson, 108 F. Supp. 845 (1952) are models of exhaus- 
tive analysis of complicated patent controversies. In this connec- 
tion note should be taken of his enviable record of affirmances 
on appeal. But of equal significance is the relatively small number 
of appeals which are taken from his decisions. An outstanding 
instance is to be seen in the case of United States v. General 
Electric, et al, 82 F. Supp 753 (1949) which involved a multitude of 
charges including violations of the Sherman Anti-Trust Act, the 
Clayton Act and the Wilson Tariff Act against giant corporations 
of the caliber of General Electric, International General Electric, 
Westinghouse Electric, Corning Glass, H. V. Philips, 
Sylvania, Tung-Sol Lamp Works, etc. Despite the fact that the case 
was decided against them not a single one of these defendants 
filed an appeai. 

Some of Judge Forman’s outstanding work has been done in 
the field of human rights. Assuming the burden of the bulk of 


habeas corpus proceedings which have emanated from the several | 


large military installations in New Jersey, as well as from its 
State’s Prison, his careful examination and thorough treatment 
of these petitions have earned the respect even of applicants acting 
pro se, to each of whom there is delivered a plainly written rea- 
soned opinion. The learned judge is also Trustee of the State Uni- 
versity and President of the Board of Managers of the State 
Hospital. 

Consistently courteous to litigants, 
Judge Forman is nonetheless an impressive proponent of judicial 
dignity and it is not unusual to overhear favorable comments being 
made by clients to their counsel as they leave the courtroom. Per- 
haps the best measure of the man and his ability rests in the 
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Hygrade, | 


witnesses and counsel, | 


VOICE OF THE BAR 





COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 
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\‘To the Editor: 

| If there is any activity of our 
|national government as to which 
ithe civic interests and civic re- 
|sponsibilities of a citizen imper- 
|atively require that he be kept 
accurately and adequately in- 
iformed, that governmental ac- 
| tivity is the deciding of consti- 
tutional questions by the Su- 
preme Court. For, whenever such 





decisions come to be the sub- 
ject of public discussion and 
ublic criticism, the considerable 


and _ influer body of public 
opinion which inevitably de- 
velops as a consequence, will be 
| well-founded and intelligent or 
\ill-founded and_ unintelligent, 
iepending on wheiher citizens 
|are well-informed or ill-inform- 
led in the matter; and certainly 
jthere is no public opinion wnich 
|earries so great a potentiality of 
| public good or public harm as a 
|public opinion regarding a Su- 
|preme Court decision of a con- 
|stitutional question. 

For this reason it seems to me 
that the members of the Bar 
|should give serious consideration 
lto a suggestion which Supreme 
|Court Justice Harlan made in 
the course of his statement re- 
arding current criticism of his 
ourt published in your Decem- 
| ber 4th issue. His suggestion that 
the Bar Associations should ap- 
point committees to write and 
give to the newspapers “brief, 
simply written and objective ac- 
leounts of those decisions likely 
| to make ‘headline’ news’ may 
|reasonably be taken to be not 
|merely his own idea but the de- 
| liberate idea of all his colleagues. 
| For, is searcely conceivable 
| that severe strictures upon 
|the Supreme Court which issued 
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from the recent conference of 
State Court heads did not be- 
come the subject of an earnest 
and extensive discussion among 
all t ibers of that Court. 
n be no doubt that 
S f Supreme Court de- 
cisions written by selected law- 
yers would be told in a well- 


and _well-informing 
and would convey the 
import of the decisions in terms 
of general and impartial 
public interest. To the perform- 
!ance of such a useful service, the 
'Bar should be impelled not only 
by a professional concern for the 
preservation of an independent 
judiciary but by a broad social 
'eoncern for the correctness of 
the people’s knowledge of the 
working of their institutions of 
|government and the soundness 
!and justness of their evaluation 
'of the worth of institu- 
| tions. 
} 


Walter J. 
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Editor, New Jersey Law Journal: 
“Municipal Bonds and the 

| New Jersey Bar” 

| The above heading is the title 
of your editorial in the issue of 
| December 15, 1955. The views ex- 
pressed at that time have even 
greater pertinency today. During 
the next ten years local govern- 
;ment bond financing in New Jer- 
sey will double in volume. Is it 
not high time that the New Jer- 
sey Bar be permitted to discard 
lits short pants and to assume 
the responsibility which belongs 
to it in this field? 

The matter has importance far 
overshadowing its special inter- 
est to the New Jersey Bar, vital 
though that interest may be. 
Every resident and taxpayer of 
New Jersey must be concerned 
that the State’s financial think- 
ing and attitudes and even the 
|very drafting of its bond laws 
}are dominated by out-of-State 
law firms who, despite the fact 
that their fees are paid by New 
Jersey taxpayers, owe their first 
loyalty to the opposite party in 


the lending transaction. Surely 
the intent, and perhaps the let- 
ter, of paragraph 2 of Canon 6 
of the Canons of Professional 
Ethics is involved here. 

This incredible state of affairs 
exists notwithstanding the fact 
that few, if any, of the out-of- 
State attorneys have submitted 
themselves for examination and 
judgment as to their competency 
to practice law in this State. It 
is not easy to understand why 
attorneys fully conversant with 
our statutory law would overlook 
the provisions of N.J.S.A. 2A:170- 
78, which reads in part as fol- 
lows: 

“Any person not licensed as 
an attorney or counselor at 
law, and any corporation that: 

a. Engages in this state in 
the practice of law; or 

b. Holds himself or itself 
out to the public, either alone 
or together with, by or through 
any other person, whether 
such other person is so licens- 
ed or not, as engaging or en- 
titled to engage in the prac- 
tice of law, or as rendering 
legal service or advice, or as 
furnishing attorneys or coun- 
sel in legal actions or proceed- 
ings of any nature; 

Is a disorderly person.” 
Bearing also on this point are 

the provisions of N.J.R.S. 40:1- 
58 (d) which prohibit contracts 
for the providing of legal opin- 
ions in the issuance and sale of 
bonds. The last proviso in that 
section is a classic piece of gib- 
berish: “except, however, agree- 
ments made directly with * * * 
an attorney licensed to practice 
law in the state in which he has 
his office.” Alaska, maybe, for 
instance? Or is this clause in- 
tended to prohibit only those 
contracts made with attorneys 
who maintain an office in one 
state but who are authorized to 
practice in some other state? Or 
what does it mean? 

So far as attorneys of this 
State are concerned, the net 
result of the whole shadowy sit- 
uation is that the stigma of sec- 
ond-class lawyers has been gra- 
tuitously placed upon them. It 
is difficult to imagine a more 
deadly slur on their competence 
than that they are incapable of 
rendering an acceptable opinion 
upon the laws of their own State. 

Many lawyer-legislators have 
given their informal opinions 
that this ridiculous state of af- 
fairs should be, and can be, 
remedied by legislation. It oc- 
curs to me that the current re- 
vision of the Local Bond Law, as 
part of the overall revision of 
Title 40, affords an excellent op- 
portunity to supply the initial 
impetus toward that end. I am 
informed by Clive Cummis, Esq., 
counsel to the County and Mun- 
icipal Law Revision Commission 
that suggestions by members of 
the Bar will be welcomed. 

I am hopeful, therefore, that 
you will print this letter in the 
“Voice of the Bar,” so that it 
may serve as a reminder of the 
opportunity presented by the 
coming law revision. It ought not 
to be a difficult matter to amend 
the law so as to prohibit govern- 
ing bodies from entering into 
contracts with attorneys, or from 
paying out money to them, for 
the performance of services 
which constitute the unlawful 
practice of law. 

If only so little as this were 
accomplished, it would be an 
important start in freeing the 
State of New Jersey from a situ- 
ation which has fastened itself 
upon us and grown fat. Iam sure 
that thereafter many New Jer- 
sey attorneys would find the 
practical incentive to develop 
into “recognized bond counsel,” 
and would do so quickly. 

John V. Moran 











universal respect and regard in which both are held by lawyers who 
appear before him. The Third Circuit is fortunate to have available 


| sO logical and capable a successor for the post heretofore filled 


with such distinction by Judge Maris. 





New Binder Available 


We have again obtained a 
supply of the new Temporary 
Binders for your weekly Law 
Journals. This binder will hold 
one year’s issues of the Law 
Journal. Our previous supply 
was sold out on the first of- 


fering. 

Bound in an _ attractive 
green grained, gold stamped 
cover, the binder contains an~ 
improved, easily operated 
screw-post blade mechanism 


which firmly holds your week- 
ly Law Journals for neat, 
ready reference. 

Price of $5.83 includes post- 
age and handling. Order to- 
day from N. J. Law Journal 
Publishing Co., 24 Edison Pl., 
Newark 2, N. J. 


An Important Report on 
Legal Aid 


Almost every significant ques- 
tion relating to the need, estab- 
lishment, and operation of 
Legal Aid service has been an- 
swered clearly and authorita- 
tively, by the Report of the Com- 
mission on Legal Aid of the Bar 
Association of the District of 
Columbia. 

This two hundred page volume 
which has just been published 
and released, is the result of two 
years of concentrated study 
a staff of experts under the su- 
pervision of an eight-member 
Commission of eminent lay and 
professional leaders established 
in December, 1955, by the Bar 
Association ‘“‘to study all aspects 
of the problem of providing legal 
assistance both in criminal and 
in civil matters to persons 
who are unable to secure such 
assistance through their own 
financial resources... .” 

The following chapter head- 
ings give some idea of the sc 
of the study: 

Status of Legal Aid Movement 

in the Natic 

Some Earmarks 

Legal Aid 

Sources of Financial Sup; 

Civil Legal Aid in the District 

of Columbia 















Aid in the District 
Unmet Needs 
Recommendations of the Com- 





mission 
Appraisal of Pending Legis.a- 
tion Relating to Crimina. 


Legal Aid 
While the depth of the st 
the application of information 
about Legal Aid generally, ana 
the persuasive, documented, 
logical recommendations of 
Commission make this Re! 
of singular importance to tnt 
District of Columbia, the 
ings and 














observations 
Legal Aid as a joint respon 
ity of the legal profession 
the community make the St 
valuable to every legal 
and lay organization inter 
in providing legal services 
persons unable to pay. 

As a result of the careful stu 
of Legal Aid in the District 
plemented by many field vi 
other cities and documente 
current national statistics 
plied by the National Legal 
and Defender Association 
Commission discussed the +‘0- 
lowing earmarks of an eff 
Legal Aid: 

1. Support of the organized 02 

2. Strong governing body 

3. Full-time paid staff 

4. Confining service to the = 

digent ; 
5. Maintenance of recoras 

6. Liaison with social worker: 

The National Legal Aid 
Defender Association (Amer 
Bar Center, Chicago 37, I! 
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on him on December 17, 1954. It 
is asserted that the plaintiff is 
now a paraplegic. 

The plaintiff instituted an ac- 
tion in the United States District 
Court for the Southern District 
of New York against Dealer’s 
Transport Company and its em- 
ployee Virgil E. Elliot. In that 
action the plaintiff charged that 
the Ohio accident was the result 
of the negligence of the Trans- 
port Company and its employee 
and sought recovery for all in- 
juries flowing therefrom. In April 
1956 that action resulted in a 
mistrial. While it was awaiting 
retrial the plaintiff on May 2, 1956 
filed his complaint in the New 
Jersey Superior Court in which he 
sought recovery from the defen- 
dants Dr. Somberg and Dr. Flan- 
agan. In his first count he alleg- 
ed (1) that the defendants were 
negligent in their “diagnosis” and 
“treatment”, in failing to perform 
“adequate, complete, and proper 
surgery” and in failing to use rea- 
sonable care in their “performance 
of surgery and in treatment” and 
(2) that because of their negli- 
gence the plaintiff’s condition re- 
sulting from injuries sustained in 
the accident of January 14, 1954 
“was not alleviated, improved or 
cured, but became worse”. In his 
second count he alleged that the 
defendants had performed their 
medical and surgical services “pur- 
suant to a contract made for 
plaintiff’s benefit agreeing thereby 
to perform all services which they 
represented themselves to be fully 
competent to render”; that the 
defendants “failed to perform 
their obligations” under the con- 
tract; and that by reason of the 
breach of contract the plaintiff’s 
injuries “were not improved but 
became worse”. Cf. Von Blumen- 
thal vy. Cassola, 166 Misc. 744, 3 
N.Y.S. 2d 246 (Sup. Ct. 1938), 
aff’d, 254 App. Div. 857, 6 N.Y. 
2d. 342 (1938). 

On June 12, 1956 the plaintiff 
settled his case against Dealer’s 
Transport Company and its em- 


ployee. He received the sum of 
$139,000 and executed formal 
release to ‘Dealer's Transport 


Company, a corporation and Deal- 
ers Transit, Inc., as its successor, 
and Virgil E. Elliot (herein 
collectively referred to as th 
leasees’)”. The release provided 
that the plaintiff (and his wife) 
did thereby release and discharge 
the “releasees” as well as their 
“agents, servants, employees, of- 
insurers, heirs, executors, 
administrators, successors and as- 
signs” from all claims which they 
have against the “releasees” in- 
cluding claims arising out of the 
accident of January 14, 1954 or 
connected with the action in the 
United States District Court for 
the Southern District of New 





Baanc 
cers, 


, York. The release set forth on its 

face that the releasees denied that 
they were liable for any damages 
sustained by the plaintiff and that 
the sum paid by them was “paid 
in settlement and compromise of 
all claims without in any way 
admitting liability”. It also set 
forth that the plaintiff released 
his claims “including all those for 
known and unknown and antici- 
pated and unanticipated injuries 
and damages” and that the plain- 
tiff had relied on the advice of 
his counsel “respecting the legal 
liability of the parties released for 
the claims hereby released”. The 
release was executed in New Jer- 
sey. 

On June 21, 1957 the defendants 
Drs. Somberg and Flanagan filed 
their Answer and Demand for Trial 
by Jury in the New Jersey Super- 
ior Court. They denied the alle- 
gations of negligence and breach 
of contract and asserted, as a 
separate defense, that the release 
of Dealer’s Transport Company 
constituted a complete bar to the 
plaintiff's New Jersey action 
against them. On November l, 
1957 a pretrial order was entered 
and it was amended on December 
13, 1957. As amended, the order 
set forth that the plaintiff charg- 
ed the defendants with breach of 
contract and negligence in failing 
“to act promptly to perform lam- 
inectomy and spine fusion opera- 
tions”; in delaying “unreasonably 
in performing necessary tests and 
myelograms”, in delaying “unrea- 
sonably and neglecting to make 
prompt examinations, diagnosis, 
treatment, care and surgery”; in 
failing “to promptly perform op- 
erations or take measures for de- 
compression for the aileviation of 
the plaintiff’s condition’; and in 
permitting and advising “the 
plaintiff after the alleged per- 
formance of laminectomy to tra- 
vel about on crutches without tak- 
ing adequate safeguards and pro- 
tection for the health and condi- 
tion of the plaintiff”. The pretrial 
order also set forth, among other 
matters, the plaintiff's charge that 
because of the negligence of the 
defendants the plaintiff’s condi- 
tion “was not alleviated, improved 
or cured, but became worse”. 

On January 31, 1958 the defen- 
dants moved for summary judg- 
ment of dismissal on the single 
ground “that the plaintiff, having 
received satisfaction in full, for 
all of the damages alleged against 
these defendants and having ex- 
ecuted an unqualified Release un- 
der seal for any causes of action 
that he might have had against 
the defendants or either of them 
has been extinguished”. In sup- 
port of the motion, the defend- 
ants’ counsel contended that the 
law of Ohio rather than New Jer- 
sey governed the matter and that 
under the law of Ohio the release 
to Dealer’s Transport Company 
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Tanner y. Espey, 128 Ohio St. 82, 
190 N.E. 229 (1934); Knight v. 


Strong, 101 Ohio App. 347, 140 NE.) justice and fairness and the other | 
| traditional values in our law. Cf. | 


2d 9 (1955). In opposition to the 
motion, the plaintiff’s counsel 
contended that the law of New 
Jersey rather than Ohio controll- 
ed and that under the law of New 
Jersey the release of Dealer’s 
Transport Company did not re- 
lease Drs. Somberg and Flanagan 
unless it was so intended or the 
consideration received by the 
plaintiff constituted full compen- 
sation for all of his injuries or 
was accepted as such. See Breen 
v. Peck, 48 N.J. Super. 160 (App. 
Div. 1957), aff’d, — N.J. — (1958); 
Adolph Gottscho, Inc., v. Ameri- 
can Marking Corp., 18 N.J. 467, 470 
(1955), cert. denied, 350 U.S. 834 
(1955). The plaintiff’s position 
was that there was no intent to 
release Drs. Somberg and Flana- 
gan and that the consideration 
received by him did not constitute 
full compensation for all of his 
injuries and was not accepted as 
such; and it was urged that these 
were factual issues which could 
not be determined on the defen- 
dant’s application for summary 
judgment but would have to await 
trial. See Judson v. Peoples Bank 
& Trust Co. of Westfield, 17 NJ. 
67, 85 (1954), 25 NJ. 17 (1957); 
Adolph Gottscho, Inc., v. Ameri- 
can Marking Corp., supra. 


On April 7, 1958 the Law Divi- 
sion granted the defendant’s mo- 
tion and ordered summary judg- 
ment in their favor. It found that 
the Ohio law was controlling and 
that under that law the release of 
Dealer’s Transport Company auto- 
matically released Drs. Somberg 
and Flanagan unless the plaintiff 
could establish that their alleged 
negligent conduct produced a new 
and independent injury (see 49 
N.J. Super. at 476) rather than an 
aggravation of the injuries sus- 
tained in the accident of January 
14, 1954. See Tanner v. Espey, 
supra. Cf. Mainfort v. Giannes- 
tras, 49 Ohio Ops. 440, 111 N.E. 2d 


692, 694 (Ohio Com. Pl. 1951) 
where the court indicated that the 
allegations of the malpractice 


complaint before it, if established, 
would present a jury question as 
to whether the negligence of the 
defendant doctor “merely aggra- 
vated the original injury or 






brought into existence an inde- 
pendent injury”. The Law Divi- 
sion concluded that the plaintiff’s 
complaint and the pretrial order 
alleged only an aggravation and 
not a new and independent in- 
jury and that since the plaintiff 
could have received full compen- 


sation for all the proximately re- 
lated injuries (including the al- 
leged aggravation by Drs. Som- 
berg and Flanagan) upon recov- 
ery in his action against Dealer’s 
Transport Company (see Tanner 
v. Espey, supra), his settlement 
and release of that action auto- 
matically barred, under Ohio law, 
his claim against the defendant 
doctors. See Note, Release of one 
responsibile for injury as affect- 
ing liability of physician or sur- 
geon for negligent treatment of 
injury, 40 AL.R. 2d 1075 (1955); 
Note, Liability of one causing per- 
sonal injury for consequences of 
negligence, mistake, or lack of 
skill of physician or surgeon, 126 
A.L.R. 912 (1940). 


The courts of New Jersey have 
generally expressed our conflict of 
laws principles in terms of com- 
ity. See Masci v. Young, 109 N.J. 
L. 453, 454 (E. & A. 1932), aff’d, 
289 U.S. 253 (1933); Zurich Acci- 
dent, &c., Co. v. Ackerman Bros., 
Inc., 124 N.J.L. 187, 191 (BE. & A. 
1940); Flagg v. Baldwin, 38 NJ. 
Eq. 219, 224 (E. & A. 1884). This 
comity approach has often been 
criticized and other theories, not- 
ably the vested rights and local 
law theories, have been advanced 
but have in turn not escaped at- 
tack. See Cheatham, American 
Theories of Conflict of Laws; 
Their Role and Utility, 58 Harv. L. 
Rev. 361 (1945: Goodrich, Conflict 
of Laws 9 3d ed. 1949). For our 


| | 
barred the plaintiff’s claim against | part, we accept conflict of laws | 
Drs. Somberg and Flanagan. See principles as part of the common) 


|law of our State and as resting 
|on basic policy considerations of 


Wilson vy. Faull, 27 N.J. 105, 124 
(1958); Lorenzen, Territoriality, 
Public Policy and the Conflict of 
Laws, 33 Yale L.J. 736, 748 (1924). 

It is well recognized that where 
all of the tortious conduct and its 
consequences take place within a 
single foreign state the law of that 
state—the place of the wrong— 
will control. See Masci v. Young, 
supra; Norma Roberts Clement v. 
Atlantic Casualty Ins. Co., 13 NJ. 
439, 442 (1953); Restatement, Con- 
flict of Laws § 377 et seq. 1934). 
This conflict of laws principle 
gives fair recognition to the for- 
eign state’s legitimate interests 
and to the sound public policy 
which dictates that the incidents 
of a transaction should be deter- 
mined by a significantly connected 
body of law. In addition, it well 
serves the ends of certainty, uni- 
formity and _ predictability. If, 
however, the tortious conduct 
takes place in the foreign state 
and injurious consequences take 
place in the state of the forum, 
the choice of law becomes more 
troublesome for the state of the 
‘forum is now vitally interested 
and may perhaps have adequate 
cause for applying its own law. 
And if the tortious conduct in the 
foreign state is followed in the 
state of the forum, not only by 
injurious consequence but also by 
independent tortious conduct by 
other tortfeasors, then it seems 
wholly evident that the state of 


| the forum rather than the foreign | 
state is the one with the domin-| 


ant interest and with the strong- 
er policy reasons for applying its 
own just legal principles. See 
Cheatham & Reese, Choice of the 
Applicable Law, 52 Colum. L. Rev. 
959 (1952); Hancock, Choice-of- 
Law Policies in Multiple Contact 
Cases, 5 Toronto L.J. 133 (1943). 
Cf. Rheinstein, The Place of 
Wrong: A Study in the Method of 
Case Law, 19 Tulane L. Rev. 4 
(1944). 

The many cases cited to us 
dealt with situations where the 
original accident and the conduct 
of the doctors took place within 
the same foreign state and are not 
pertinent here. The conduct of 
Doctors Somberg and Flanagan 
took place not in Ohio but in New 





Jersey and the alleged harm they 
inflicted upon the plaintiff occur- 
red within New Jersey. Insofar 
as the plaintiff’s claim against the 
doctors is concerned, the place 
of the wrong was New Jersey and 
not Ohio; indeed both counsel be- 
fore us appear to agree that the 
wrong alleged in the plaintiff’s 
New Jersey action was a several 
tort committed in New Jersey and 
not one committed jointly with 
the Dealer’s Transport Company 
of Ohio. See Ash v. Mortensen, 24 
Cal. 2d 654, 150 P 2d 876 (1944); 
Fisher v. Milwaukee Electric Ry. 
& Light Co., 173 Wis. 57, 180 N.W. 
269 (1920). Cf. Ristan v. Frantzen, 
26 N.J. Super. 225 (App. Div. 1953), 
aff’d, 14 NJ. 455 (1954). In the 
Mortensen case the plaintiff 
recovered a judgment against 
the negligent motorist and 
then sued doctors who alleg- 
edly treated his injuries in negli- 
gent fashion; the California Sup- 
reme Court pointed out that the 
successive acts of the motorist and 
the doctors, differing in time and 
place of commission as well as in 
nature, produced separate injur- 
ies and gave rise to distinct causes 
of action and that the motorist 
and the doctors were “indepen- 
dent rather than joint wrongdo- 
ers”. And in the Light Co. case 
the Wisconsin Supreme Court re- 
marked that the tortfeasor who 
originally injured the plaintiff and 
the doctor who thereafter alleg- 
edly treated the plaintiff’s injur- 
ies in negligent fashion were “not 
in any sense of the term joint 
tort-feasors”. 

The State of Ohio and the par- 
ties to the accident may be justi- 


(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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fiably interested in having the 
Ohio law apply to the Ohio tort 
and its release. But they have no 
justifiable interest in having the 
Ohio law apply to the New Jersey 
tort and its release. The entire 
transaction and all of the rela- 
tions between the plaintiff and 
the doctors took place within New 
Jersey and only the application 
of New Jersey’s law would con- 
form with the reasonable expecta- 
tions of the parties. See Rhein- 
stein, supra. The doctors’ duty of 
exercising reasonable care was fix- 
ed by the law of New Jersey and 
the protective rights of the plain- 
tiff who subjected himself to their 
care in New Jersey were likewise 
fixed by the law of New Jersey. 
See Young v. Crescente, 132 N.J.L. 
223 (E. & A. 1944). If, as alleged, 
there was malpractice in New Jer- 
sey, there is no reason for dis- 
abling the plaintiff from main- 
taining his malpractice claim in 
New Jersey unless the plaintiff re- 
leased it in accordance with the 
law of New Jersey. The release, 
executed in New Jersey, of his 
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Ohio tort claim against Dealer’s 
Transport Company, may be gov- 


erned by the Ohio law insofar as) 


the Ohio tort claim is concerned 
(Preine v. Freeman, 112 F. Supp. 
257 (E.D. Va. 1953)); but its effect 
on the New Jersey tort claim 
must, in the light of the pertin- 
ent interests and policy considera- 
tions, be governed by the law of 
New Jersey. 

In Adams vy. DeYoe, 11 N.J. Misc. 
319 (Sup. Ct. 1933), the plaintiff 
settled his claim against the own- 
er of the automobile which had 
injured him and sought to con- 
tinue his action against the doc- 
tor who allegedly treated his in- 
jury in negligent fashion. The 
trial court entered judgment for 
the doctor on the ground that the 
release of the owner automati- 
cally operated as a release of the 
doctor; it relied entirely on the 
authority of foreign state cases 
and made no attempt to find or 
explore supporting reasons. In 
Ash v. Mortensen, supra, the 
Court forcefully rejected the hold- 
ing in Adams. The plaintiff Edith 
Ash had been injured in an auto- 
mobile accident and had recovered 
a $15,000 judgment against Wub- 
ben the negligent motorist. She 
settled with Wubben for less than 
$6,000 and gave him a release. She 
then sued the defendant doctors 
alleging that they had negligent- 
ly treated her. The doctors con- 
tended that they were released 
by the release of Wubben but this 
contention, though sustained by 
decisions elsewhere was held to 
be insupportable in reason and 
justice. In the course of his opin- 
ion for the California Supreme 
Court, Chief Justice Gibson had 
this to say: 

“Defendants insist, however, 
that without regard to the 
evidence introduced in the 
action against Wubben, and 
thus without regard to the 
nature and extent of the re- 
covery therein, the release of 
Wubben from all liability oper- 
ated to discharge them from 
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‘liability for any negligent ag- 
gravation of the original in- 
jury. In their view, the amount 
of damages sustained by plain- 
tiff, the sum received as con- 
sideration for the release, and 
the relation between the two, 
the intention of the parties, 
and the fact that Wubben and 
defendant doctors are inde- 
pendent rather than joint 
wrongdoers, are immaterial. 
In other words, defendants 
seek to substitute a rule of law 
for the factual defense of 
double recovery. The rule con- 
tended for has been adopted 
in a number of jurisdictions. 
Feinstone v. Allison Hospital, 
106 Fla. 302, 143 So. 251: Paris 
v. Crittenden, 142 Kan. 296. 46 
P.2d 633; Smith v. Mann, 184 
Minn. 485, 239 N. W. 223; Adams 
v. DeYoe, 166 A. 485, 11 N. J. 
Misc. 319; Milks v. McIver, 264 
N. Y. 267, 190 N. E. 487; Tanner 
v. Espey, 128 Ohio 82, 190 N. E. 
229: Thompson v. Fox, 326 Pa. 
209, 192 A. 107, 112 A. L. R. 550; 
Martin v. Cunningham, 93 
Wash. 517, 161 P. 355, L. R. A. 
1918A, 225; Mier v. Yoho, 114 
W. Wa: 248; 171.8. E. 335: cf. 
Wells v. Gould, 131 Me. 192, 160 
A. 30; 112 A. L. R. 553. But the 
conclusion that the release of 
the original wrongdoer re- 
leases the attending doctor 
from liability for mal ee 
has been reached by treating 
the independent wrongdoers 
as joint tortfeasors or apply- 
ing, by analogy, the common- 
law rule of unity of discharge 
affecting joint tort feasors 
The common-law rule of unity 
of discharge is based on the 
concept of the unity of a cause 
of action against joint tort 
feasors, and its application to 
the facts of the present case 
would give the independent 
tort feasors herein an advant- 
age wholly inconsistent with 
the nature of their liability. 
Moreover, the rule contended 
for by defendants would stifle 
compromises, favored in the 
law, inasmuch as the injured 
person could not effect a set- 
tlement with the original 
wrongdoer without surrender- 
ing his separate cause of action 
against one who, by his inde- 
pendent tortious act, aggra- 
vated the injury. 

“A release of a cause of ac- 
tion against a wrongdoer is 
not a release of a Separate or 
distinct cause of action against 
another independent wrong- 

doer. It follows that the mere 

release of Wubben from liabil- 
ity did not result in the dis- 
charge of the cause of action 
against defendants. We are of 
the opinion that a release of 
oe original wrongdoer should 
release an attending doctor 
from liability for aggravation 
of the injury ‘if the re has been 
full cor npensat ion for both in- 
juries, but not otherw ‘ise.’ Pros- 
ser, Joint Torts and Several 

Liability, 25 Cal. L. Rev. 413, 

435: Wheat v. Carter, 79 N. H. 

150, 106 A. 602; cf. Smith v. 

Coleman, 46 Cal. App. 2d 507, 

513, 116 P. 2d 133; Wallner v. 

Barry, 207 Cal. 465, 473, 279 P. 

148.” (150 P. 2d at 878) 

Later California cases have 
consistently applied Mortensen 
to situations where the plaintiff 
had settled with the origi nal 
tortfeasor and had released him 
without the entry of judgment 
and was then permitted to pro- 
ceed against alleged independent 
tortfeasors, such as the defend- 
ant doctors here. See Dickow v. 
Cookinham, 123 Cal. App. 2d 81, 
266 P.2d 63 (1954); Gerald v. San 
Francisco Unified School Dist., 
121 Cal. App. 2d 761, 264 P.2d 90 
(1953). Cf. Alexander v. Ham- 
marberg, 103 Cal. App. 2d 872, 230 
P.2d 399 (1951). The trial court’s 
decision in Adams, which Mort- 
ensen declined to follow, never 
reached an appellate court in 
New Jersey and has necessarily 
been rejected by our recent em- 
bracement of the principles fully 
discussed in Breen v. Peck, supra. 


There we approved the modern here, where the release disclosed 
and eminently just rule that a on its face that it was given to 
release of one joint tortfeasor the named releasees who had 
does not release other joint tort- denied liability and had made Ee. 
feasors unless it is so intended payment by way of compromise 
or the consideration constitutes and settlement, the alleged 
full compensation or is accepted wrongdoers who were not parties 
as such. Where, as in Adams to the release and had made no 
and here, the court is concerned payment towards satisfaction of 
not with a joint tort but with the plaintiff’s injuries, may fair- 
successive independent torts, it ly be called upon to show that 


is 


> 


even more evident that the the release was intended to dis- 


release of the original tortfeasor charge them or that the plaintiff 
may not rationally be given the had received full compensation 
effect of automatically releasing See Ash v. Mortensen, supra; 
the successive tortfeasor who, McKenna y. Austin, supra. Cf. 
though he has made no payment Breen v. Peck, supra. 

whatever towards satisfaction of The only remaining matter 
the injury he wrongfully inflict- which now requires eM 


ed, seeks a windfall because of the defendants’ contention that 


7 


the compromise of the claim the plaintiff's release transfer- 


against the original tortfeasor. req to Dea 
See Breen v. Peck, supra; ASh v. he had against them and 
Mortensen, supra; Wheat v. Cart- he therefore has “no just 
er, 79 N. H. 150, 106 Atl. 602 interest in this controv 
(1919). They suggest rights in 





r’s whatever cl 








If the release of Dealer’s Trans- by way of subrogation (Retelle y 


port Company was actually in- Syllivan, 191 Wis. 576, 211 N. W 
tended to release the doctors or 75§ (1927)) or gs mnity (Pop- 
if the amount paid by Dealer’s kin Bros., Inc., v. Volk’s Tire Co. 
actually constituted full com- 99 N. J. Misc ‘i (Sup. Ct. 1941 

pensation for the plaintiffs ang that the defendants a: 


claims against Dealer’s and the consequently 
doctors or was accepted as such, g possibility of double liabi 


“confronted 





then the plaintiff may not fairly we fing no substantial merit 

or equitably seek further re- the defendants’ contention. Sub- 
covery. But these issues of intent rogation is an equitable doctrin € 
and full compensation are fac- which is designed to further the 

tual in nature and could not interests of justice and whic! 


properly be determined by the has generally been con 
trial court on the showing made ynavailable when the origin 
on the defendants’ motion for qebt or claim was not fully pa 
summary judgment. See Breen standard Accident Ins. Co. vy. 
v. Peck, supra. The release tO pellecchia, 15 N. J. 162 (1! 








954 


Dealer’s did not on its face sug- Receivers of New Jersey Midland 
gest that there was any intent Railway Co. v. Wortendyke, 27 


to release ~ doctors nor did w. J, Eq. 658 (E. & A. 1876). A a 


i 


ceived full co mpensation for his has generally been ‘mina 
injuries. the contrary, it those whose negligence “‘i 
named only Dealer's, its succes- morally culpable but is me: fi 
sor corporation and its employee eonstructive, technical, impu 

Elliot, as the releasees and it e€x- or vicarious”. Public Service Elec. 
pressly set forth that the sum & Gas Co. v. Waldroup, 38 N. J ; 
paid to the plaintiff was in set- gyper. 419, 432 (App. Div. 19 
tlement and compromise and Dealer’s was charged 


+ 
u 


Suggest that the plaintiff re- indemnity amongst tortfea 


Ss 








without admission of liability. povine engaged, through ne 
See Steenhuis v. Holland, 217 agent. in conduct which r } ir 
A] 5 5a 2 (1927): ee eee Se ee Te ee tee m 
Ala. 105, 115 So. 2, 4 (1927): in causally related injuries Se 





“when the relense ae it which it was allegedly enti 
was in compromise of the lia- responsible and for part 
bility of the party to whom which the doctors were also al- 
given, with no reference to a legedly responsible because 





li satisfactio s 9o09inst ' eae tees 
full Satisfaction as against their own wrongful conduct gen 
otners, we can see no just Daily v. Dealer's Transport Com- ann 


presumption that they = in pany, 16 F. R. D. 566 (S. D. N.Y 
mind a release of others IM 1954). When the claim agains 
: n tia (reinacad rth ad : : aie seats Gi : 
whom the released party had it was settled Dealer's was 3 

















































































no Saceces parently eliminated from - 
Cf. Hauth v. Sambo, 100 Neb. 160, 5 lation to tk ntire mat- ; 
# = a )2¢ 040 9 ther relation to the e! Wire | : , 2 
156, N. W. 1056, 1040 (1916). ter and under the princip! BS furt} 
Ash v. Mortensen supra, and preen y. Peck, supra, the plain- tee 
Breen v. Peck, supra, cited the tiff was left with his right * etme 
wesqicec greed — = = who proceed against the doctors 
See Wear tHe RETCER OF £S1d0" | jess it speared thet the pian i 
ne Senet a on Te’ tiff had been fully compensated sei 
wis gree nsation an@ or that the release he executed azain 
whether the release was intend- (4. intended to absolve the d0c- oe 
ed to release strangers. See Me- tors. Dealer’s has never asserted eG 
Kenna v. Austin, 134 F. 2d 659, aan is it here asserting that it @ , and 
1 Ni 46 42)- a a eee ee eee ao ? aaa -UN DE 
664 (D. C. Cir. pedi Prosser, has any rights by way of su dunlic 
Torts 246 (2d ed. 195 vo) - an each rogation or indemnity. anc tne aa tise 
29c0a the t was f ynin- = Se atin * tale 
Case tne court ey of the op pi wm el here are not in an Peck 
: hr EASES ee eae ey : 
on — Encongedl ~ wise endangered by the suggest supra: 
—— oropeoaaghr: ed possibility that Dealer's ms supra: 
_— é inoue eit said tain Ryn seek to assert that it is en Unified 
et as qo boi : wet of (0, reimbursement for ander 
er Se ee he gree |. Paid towards the harm — The 
S 1eTens Wil I a C tr fi + Oo 17 ] T * 
his defense within the control-| tojiowed upon the alleged negli law D 
ling legal principles. Similarly, ing 
we are satisfied that, at least ‘(Continued on page 7, co. + a SEE 
= en — . | 
| eninseatr Haney R. Rubenstein rw [| 
F; Executor W Trustee (State | 
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case. May L recover the amount 
of his fee ($200) from the ad- 
ministrator of F’s estate? 

4. (a) On Aug. 1, 1958, the 
manufacturer of an intoxicat- 
ing beverage called “Bang”, sold 
and delivered 50 cases thereof to 
D, a dealer in soft drinks, who 
paid M the regular price of $500 














therefor. D was not licensed to 
sell intoxicating liquor and 
when he made this pur chas Se, , he 
did not knew that “Bang” was 
an intoxicant. When M made the 
sale, however, he was fully aware 
of the character of the business 
conducted by D and knew D was 
not licensed to sell intoxicants. 


The next day, D drank 2 bot- 


tles of “Bang”, and_ shortly 
thereafter realized that his vi- 
sion had lost some of its custom- 
ary keenness and that “Bang” 
was really intoxicating. 

What remedy, if any, has D 
against M? 

(b)-(1) After an unpaid 

of goods has lawfully 
his right of stoppage 





r have 





does the buyer or the selle 
title to the goods? 

(2) If goods in transit are sold 
by the buyer toa purchaser f 
value, immediately after the 
goods are placed in sit ] 
seller and without 
er’s consent, does such 
the goods in any way 
seller’s right to stop 
transit thereafter? 

2 (a) On @ct, 15. 
chased a used oil-burning heater 
at M’s store for $200, which he 


the 
a Sale 
affect the 


+heo 
rnem 








paid. At the time of the pur- 
chase, M’s salesman, S, warrant- 
ed to P that the heater was in 


first-class condition and adapted 
to its purpose, and that M’s em- 
ployees would install the heater 











in P’s home and make all neces- 
ry connections. 

The next day, although it was 
not customary for M to ful nish 
installation services, the heater 
was installed in P’s home by 





Decision of Interest 


Continued from page 
If it should 


6) 


gence of the doctors 











pear at the t at the 
aintiff has received ] m- 
nsation from Deal the 
uries allegedly Sustained at 
of tl loctors then 

tedly he wil no 
ther recovery. If, tl her 
d, it should appear he 





received partial 
n from Dealer's f 


amotu 





les, he 





tn ac 4 } vache 
npensation will be credited 
inst any sum otherwise re- 
rable by the plaintiff: in no 

e will there be dup ng 






ation to the ag og 
ting liability on 

the defendants. Cf. hen v. 
Peck, supra; Ash vy. Mortensen, 
Supra; Dickow v. Cookinham, 
Supra; Gerald v. San Francisco 
Unified School Dist., supra; Alex- 











ander v. Hammarberg, supra. 

The summary judgment in 
law Division is Reversed an 
= cause is is remanded for trial 















two of M’s employees, who con- 
nected it with the oil line and 
chimney, which were in good 
working order. After they left, 
P turned on the heater, and, in 
a few minutes, it blew up and 
caused a fire which destroyed 
$2,000 worth of Swiss laces, 
which P had placed in card- 
board boxes in the heater room. 

If P sues M for the recovery 
of the purchase price ($200) and 
the amount of property damage 
sustained by P ($2,000), what 
defense, if any, has M? 

(b) On Sept. 1, 1958, E was 
working for C, a building con- 
tractor, as C’s chief foreman. On 
that day, without authority from 
C and without C’s knowledge, E 
engaged X, an architect, to draw 
plans for a large house, which 
C had contracted to build for H; 
and both E and X agreed on a 
fee of $400 for X’s work in this 
connection. 

On Sept. 15, 1958, X completed 
the plans and delivered them to 
C, together with a bill to C for 
$400 for services rendered by 
him (X). C protested against the 
performance of this work on 
the part of X; but in order to 
avoid an argument, C offered to 
pay X the sum of $200, which, 
under the circumstances, C con- 
sidered reasonable compensation 
for the work which X had done. 
Moreover, X’s plans were useless 
to C. X, however, refused to ac- 
cept C’s offer of $200 therefor, 
and immediately sued C for the 
sum of $400. 

Judgment for whom? 


6. (a) On Mar. 1, 1958, X, for 
valuable consideration, executed 
and delivered to O an option 


giving to O the right to purchase 
50 lots of land therein specified, 
at $500 per lot, at any time or 
times before Sept. 1, 1958, the 
deed in every case to be made by 
O or his nominee, as O 
mig t elect. On Mar. 5, 1958, O 
i P executed a written agree- 
t which provided that P 
would take title to each lot in 
his own (P’s) name, resell it, pay 
to O what O had paid to X 
therefor, and then divide the 
profits on the sale thereof equal- 
y between himself (P) and O. 
On Apr. 1, 1958, O paid $5,000 
to X for 10 lots, and X, O’s 
request, conveyed the said lots 
o P. Ten days later, P, sold the 
10 lots to M, an aged women, 
who paid P the sum of $10,000 
therefor. P immediately ab- 
sconded with the money, without 
giving M a deed therefor. What 
rights, if any, has M against O? 
(b) On June 1, 1958, Black and 
White were partners engaged in 
the business of manufacturing 
men’s clothing under the trade 
of Gray & Co. Green was 
ormant member of the firm. 
On that day, Dresser entered 
I ry and told Black that 
he des fad to buy 100 men’s suits, 
but that he had heard that 
Green was one of Black’s part- 
ners and that he would not do 
business with any company with 
which Green was connected. 
Black induced Dresser to be- 
lieve that Green had no interest 


at 
al 


name 
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| whatsoever 


in the _ business; 
whereupon Dresser selected and 
purchased 100 men’s suits, at $40. 
per suit, and paid Black the sum 
of $500 on account. The next day, 
White delivered 100 suits to 
Dresser; but they were not the 
suits which Dresser had pur- 
chased, were made of shoddy 
material, and were badly tail- 
ored. 

What rights, if any, has Dres- 
ser against Green? 

7. (a) May a New Jersey busi- 
ness corporation, by its certifi- 
incorporation, confer up- 
] f any bonds to be 
issued by the power to vote 
for the election of directors of 
the corporation? 

(b) Under what circumstances, 
if any, may a new corporation 
be formed in New Jersey under 
the name of a New Jersey cor- 
poration previously dissolved by 
voluntary action of its stock- 
holders? 

(c) On Mar. 1, 1958, P paid 
the sum of $10,000 to X, then a 
direct f Diamond Coal Co., a 
New pl corporation, in con- 
sideration of X’s promise to re- 
sign rector of the corpo- 


as a dir 














ration and to use his (X’s) in- 
fluence with the other directors 
to elect P a director thereof. On 
Apr. 1, 1958, X resigned as a 
director of the company; and, at 
a meeting of its board of direc- 
tors duly called and held on 
May 1, 1958, the board elected P 


r 


a director for X’s unexpired term 






of five months. On Oct. 1, 1958, 
R was duly appointed receiver 
of Diamond Coal Co., which was 
then in serious financial diffi- 
culty. May R, as such receiver, 
recover from X the sum of $10,- 
000, which P had previously paid 
to X? 

8. (a) On Aug. 1, 1958, John 
Buyer, a merchant in Cape May, 


ordered 50 chairs from James 


Seller, a m facturer in New- 
ark, N. J yr the sum of $2,000, 
title to pass and payment to be 


made upon delivery of the chairs 
at Cape May. On Aug. 5, 1958, in 
Newark ] delivered the 50 
chairs to Van Co., a common 
carrier furniture, but his 
(Seller’s) pping clerk, by mis- 
take, addressed them to Phila- 
delphia, Pa. On Aug. 8, 1958, Sell- 
er learned of the mistake, and 
brought ituation to the 
attention of the general man- 
ager of Van C n that city, who 








offered to re-route the chairs to 
Cape May. Two days later, three 
armed bandit topped the van 
in which the 50 chairs were be- 
= carried to Cape May, bound 

nd gagged the driver and stole 
all.the chairs 

What righ if any, has Seller 
against Van Co.? 

(b) On Oct. 15, 1958, in Tren- 
ton, Gay purchased a ticket from 
Penn Railroad Co. for passage 





Newark. Al- 


to 


from Trenton 











though Gay had a plainly visible 
bottle of wl in his pocket he 
was perfectly sober and proper 
in demeanor when he attempted 
to board ‘ain at Trenton. 
Strong, the conductor, however, 
refused to permit him to do so, 
because, on two previous trips 
during the same month, Gay 
had been so drunk and disorderly 
that, to secure the comfort and 
safety of he ae sengers, 
Strong had bee ybliged to eject 
him (Gay) from the get As a 





s action in keep- 
train, Gay was 


result of Strong’ 
ing Gay off the 
unable to fu a Singing en- 
gagement in Newark and suffer- 
ed a loss of $100 

What rights, if any, has Gay 
against Penn Railroad Co.? 

9. (a) On Jan. 1, 1958, for value 
received, John Doe signed and 
delivered to James Buck the fol- 
lowing instrument: 

“Orange, N. J., January 1, 1958. 
“On February 1, 1958, I 
promise to pay to the order of 

James Buck twelve thousand 





($12,000) do at my office 
at No. 10 Dowling Street, Or- 
ange, N. J., with interest at 
4%. 


(Signed) John Doe.” 
Doe did not pay the note until 


“Buck, the words, 


Oct. 1, 1958. How much interest! mitted to probate, provides as 
was Buck entitled to collect on/ follows: 


fhat date? 

(b) Suppose that, when Doe 
delivered the aforesaid note to 
“with interest 
at 4%”, were not written therein, 
but that Buck, without fraud 
and honestly thinking that Doe 
had agreed to pay such interest, 
added the said words to the note, 
and held it to maturity, i. e., Feb. 
1, 1958. How much, if anything, 
would Buck then be entitled to 
collect from Doe on the note? 

(c) (1) May a bill of exchange 
be addressed to two drawees in 
the alternative? 

(2) May a bill of exchange be 
accepted before it has been sign- 
ed by the drawer? 

10. (a) On Sept. 1, 1958, D 
owed C the sum of $800 for 
plumbing work done by C for D. 
On Sept. 10, 1958, X orally offer- 
ed to purchase C’s claim against 
D for $600, payable Oct. 1, 1958, 
and C orally accepted X’s offer. 

On Sept. 15, 1958, D, with full 
knowledge of the said agreement 
between X and C, paid C the 
amount of C’s claim, i. e., $800. 

What rights, if any, has X 
against C and D? 

(b) On Sept. 1, 1958, C lent D 
the sum of $600, payable to C 
on Oct. 1, 1958. On the same day, 
S, for an Indian blanket, orally 
promised D’s father, F, to pay 
D’s debt to C, if D failed to pay 
it at maturity. On Oct. 1, 1958, D 
defaulted. 

Is S liable to F on his 
promise? 

11. (a) On Feb. 1, 1954, D owed 
C the sum of $10,000. On that 
day, since D was then in finan- 
cial difficulty, C, with the con- 
sent of D, obtained a $10,000 in- 
surance policy, on the life of D, 
from X Insurance Co., payable 
to C upon the Death of D. 

On Mar. 1, 1956, D paid C 
the full amount of his indebted- 
ness to C. The latter, however, 
continued to pay the premiums 
on the policy until Sept. 1, 1958, 
when D died. On Oct. 1, 1958, E 
was duly appointed executor of 
D’s will, by which he (D) gave 
his entire net estate to his son, S. 

As between C and E, who is 
entitled to the proceeds of the 
policy? 

(b) On Aug. 1, 1958, O obtained 
a $500,000 insurance policy on O’s 
ship, “Oceanic”, from Marine In- 
surance Co., to indemnify him 
against loss of the ship during a 
voyage “at and from Hoboken 
N..J. to Kingston, Jamaica” 
When the ship sailed from Ho- 
boken, on Aug. 2, 1958, she was 
seaworthy; but, on the night of 
Aug. 5, 1958, through negligence 
and lack of skill on the part of 
her crew, she became unsea- 
worthy and sank off Cape Hat- 
teras in a hurricane. 

Is Marine Insurance Co. liable 
to O on the policy? 

12. (a) Paragraph 6 of W’s will, 
duly executed, attested and ad- 


(S’s) 


Proneer 


“T give the sum of $50,000 to 
to my brother B, as trustee, 
and I direct him to invest the 
same in U. S. Government 
bonds, and to pay the net in- 
come therefrom annually to 
my son, S, until he shall attain 
the age of 35 years, and then 
to pay the same, together with 
all accumulations thereon, to 
my son, S, outright and dis- 
charged from this trust.” 
When W died, S was 29 years 
of age. B, however, with the 
knowledge of S, who was a heavy 
spender, invested the said sum 
of $50,000 in various corporate 
stocks which, for a period of 
years, yielded a much higher re- 
turn than U. S. Government 
bonds. B annually paid to S all 
the dividends which he received 
on the stock; but, when S at- 
tained the age of 35 years, the 
market value of the stock was 
only $20,000. What remedy, if 
any, has S? 

(b) Paragraph 7 of W’s same 


1) 
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(Continued from page 7) | vived by his wife, W, his said 
————| sons, R and S, and his said 

| sisters, M and N; but neither his 
original will nor a copy thereof 
< : ;could be found. T’s net estate 

ae ee cee the amounted to $60,000, all personal 


.. | property. 
come therefro annually, in| : 
a — ow | (1) Should T’s codicil be ad- 


erpetuity, to such benevolent, ‘ 
ee gh mitted to probate? 


religious or charitable institu- 
tions as my said trustee shall, (2) How should T’s estate be 
divided? 


from time to time, select.” 
14. In 1803, Buck conveyed a 


Is this trust valid? 
13. (a) On Aug. 1, 1956, T died, building and land in Bridgeton, 
N. J., to the Board of Chosen 


leaving a duly executed and at- 
tested will, dated Feb. 1, 1950, Freeholders of Cumberland 
County, “so long as the same 


which contained, among others, 
shall be used as the office of the 


the following provisions: 

“I direct my executor, E to County Clerk. When the same 
pay the sum of $20,000 to my shall cease to be so used, then 
sons, R and S, two years after ‘he said land and building shall 
my death. If the first of them >elong to the X Church, its — 
to die shall die without leaving | C°SS0rs and assigns forever.” In 
children, my said executor| 1957, the County built a new 
shall at. the expiration of the court house some distance from 
said period, pay all of the said the land in question, tore down 
sum of $20,000 to the survivor the old building, and started to 
; : build a county jail thereon. The 


of them.” i é 
‘ ; X Church filed suit against the 
On Dec. 1, 1957, R died M-~ | Board of Chosen Freeholders 
testate, leaving two children, - and Buck’s heirs, in the Superior 
and N. On May 1, 1958, 8 died Court, Chancery Division, seek- 
intestate, without leaving any ing a declaratory judgment that 
children but survived by his it was the owner of Buck’s land. 
wife, W. Under the circumstances, who 
How much of the said sum of! js now entitled to Buck's land? 
$20,000 were M and N entitled | ——_ 
to receive on Aug. 1, 1958? 


will provides as follows: 
“I give the sum of $100, -t 
to X Bank, as trustee, and I 


(To be Concluded ) 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 





SLATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
lo ati to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHkKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
sy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ags fur the voluntary dissolution thereof 
sy the uuadimeus cousent of all the etock- 
uviders, deposited in my office that 

AMERICAN FAMILY BROADCASTING 
COMP ANY 
f principal 
dgewood 
County 
fred B. 





of Ridgewood, 
Jersey (Al 
nith iz nt therein and in charge 
thereof, Upob Whem process mImay be served) 
bas complied with the requirements of Title 
i4, Corporations, General, uf Revised Statutes 

New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f tnis Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
state of the State of New Jersey, Ito Hereby 
rtify that the said corporation did, on -~ 
Seeond d of December, 1958, file in 
whee a daly executed and attested sane 
u writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
wration, executed by all the stockholders 
toereof, which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
aid office as provided by law. 
[IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my offic jal seal, t Trenton 
this Se 1 ay of L-cember, A.D., 


hundred and 











(Seal) one meen nine 


fifty-eight. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
J 11, 18, 25 $21.60 
Dated: 'N vember 13, 1958 


ALEXANDER MacGOWAN, de- 
er of ADRIAN M 
the County of 
the application of 
tors of said deceased, 
the creditors of 
to the subscribers 
their claims and 
d deceased, 
aate, or they 








WALTER MacGow. AN 
ANDREW MacGOWAN 
BENNETT & SHEPARD, Attorneys 
250 Bellevu Avenue 
Upper Montelair, N. J 


}.—Nov. 20, 27, Dec. 4, 11, 18 








(b) Assume that, on June 1, 
1954, T duly executed a will in 
and by which he divided his 
property equally among his two 
sons, R and S, 
sisters, M and N, and appointed 
E the executor thereof. 

On May 1, 1958 T, by a codicil, 
duly executed and attested, re-| 
voked the appointment of E a8) 1 int situated at No. 33 Sylvan Avenue, in 
executor of his will, appointed X the I gh of Bergenfield, County “of et 
as executor thereof in his (E's) eta ry tc — 
stead, and stated that he Con-/ «pon whom process may be served). has 
firmed, ratified and republished (7riititionn General, of Revised Statutes 
his original will of June 1, 1954,|°f New Jersey. preliminary to the dseuine 
as so modified by the codicil. 


LEGAL NOTICES 
ST ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
and his tw0/ To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

JAN HOMES, INC 






this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 








On Aug. i, 1958, fly died, sur- Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourth day f December, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 

A SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS u writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
ION wration, executed by all the stockholders 
HOME INSPECT ‘hereof, which said consent and the record 


CONSULTANTS of N.J. | the proveedinse aforesaid are now on le 


u my 


A Professional Engineers report IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
mm the structural and mechanical features have hereto set my hand and af 
of a home, store, factory, or plant fixed my official seal, at Trenton 


this Fourth day of December, A.D 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
LJ Dec. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 


Moderate fee Brochure on request 
6 Banta Place, Hackensack, N. J. 
Diamond 2-2246 














STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


LEGAL SIZE FILE CABINETS ~~ rare or sew senazx 


Full S USED & artes 6 de CE phy rig A OF DISSOLUTION 

—"A" ro all to om these presenta may com: 
cet Line of Office aetmeodt Greeting wena ; 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE. 


ny duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
nes for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
200 Montgomery St, Paterson, NJ na danaaer cael oe on 


the stock- 


It appears to my satisfaction, 















LA 3-6153 yidera, deposited in my office that 
ELECTRO PLASTICS CORPORATION 

—_—_—__—_— a corporation of this State, whose principal 
| ame teres eR "RAPS EYPERIEN commence tlve is situated at » 422 Alden Street, 
OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE nthe (City “of On County of Basex. 

A P Pp R A j 5 E Re State of New Jersey (Maurice Lichten, 

weit e » > in ch thereof, 

REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY. ce Ghee Geen er Ge erky, tae 
ESTATES. INHERITANCE TAX. omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 


FEDERAL. STATE & COUNTY COURTS ‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
Mw. R. LANES ‘ this Certificate of Dissolution. 

= NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
45 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
MArket 2-7298 ‘ertify that the said corporation did, on the 

Second day of December, 1958, file in my 
tice a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 











. ; ™ on, execut by all th tockholders 
Seeking Information? Confidential Investigations ar Brey a Laney aaa the record 
Call Fiiz. 2-2151 or Eliz. 2-3359 f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


‘icensed and Bonded Established 1935 n my said office as provided by law. 
“DOMESTIC CASES OUR SPECIALTY’ “a = STIMONY WHEREOF. at 
e ereto e 3 ? f 
CIVIL CRIMINAL DIVORCE xed my official eal. at Trenton 


HANUS NATIONAL this Second day 
DETECTIVE AGENCY Seal) one thousand nine 


December, A.D., 
hundred and 








4 fifty-eight. 
(Round the clock 24 hour service) H EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
1143 East Jersey St., Elizabeth 4, N } Yecretury of State 
L..J Dee. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 





DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our hearing room. Parking nearby. 
NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 
Diamond 2-1677 Leonard W. Meyer 











BUSINESS and 


MORTGAGE L Oo A Pe « 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. sews x 


NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Forwarders Recegnized 





MiTchell 2-0534 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting 
WHEREAS It apy wars to 
yy duly authenticated record 


my satisfaction 
of the proceed 








gs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
y the unanimous consent of all the stock 
iolders, deposited in my office that 
BRANFORD & HALSEY RE ALTY CO 
2 corporation of this Stat whose Weds el re 
I s i at No 195 ‘Mar Street 
City of Newark, Cot of Essex 
Ss t f New Jerse “t Adams, 
being the agent therein and in seems thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Heret 
Certify that the sai dec rporation did, 

i 1 ar ciraetcated® "¢ 

f said 


lissolution 





all 
msent and the record 


aforesa 4 are now on 





br law 

 WHEREOF, I 
my hand and af 
seal, at Trenton 
f December, A.D. 
nine hundred and 


said ] 
IN TESTIMONY 





LDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Nec etary of State. 


s ) $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
»y duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
y the unanimous consent of all the stock 
olders 
ENTRAL-PATERSON 


deposited in my office that 
REALTY CO., INC, 
principal 


State, whose 


30 Jor 





Stat f New Jersey Y iel 
being the agent therein end in pa sere 


thereof, upon whom process may be served) 
1a8 complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutee 
ff New Jersey, , preliminar, y to the issuing 
{ this C of Dissolution 

Now, “FORE, I, the Secretary of 





of New Jersey Do Hereby 


the Stat e 
tify that the said corporation did, on the 


Guure of 


1958, file 





in my 


lay of December, 





Tice a “duly executed and attested consent 

writing to the dissolution of said cor 
oration, executed by all the stockholdere 
hereof, which said consent and the recom 


f the proceedings afores@#id are now on file 
s my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 






this h day of December, A.D. 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
J—Dee: 11, 16: 25 $21.65 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ii to whom these presente may come 
Creeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
.y duly authenticated record of the p 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
, unanimous consent of all the stock- 


Jenosited in mv office that 
WwW. M. C¢. 8 
ration of th 


am ORP OR ATION 





State 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
npon whom process may be served). has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
“orporations General, of Revised Statrtes 
of New Jersey preliminary to the ‘issuing 
vf this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW. THEREFORE I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
rtify that the said corporation aid. on the 
Fifth day of December, 195 file in 
office a duly executed and bce consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now op file 
n my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton. 
this Fifth day of December, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN., 
Secretaru of B&tate. 
Dec. 11, 18, 25 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF #@TATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

388 POMPTON HOLDING CO. INC. 


SUPERIOR (CHAN) C-363 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW 





Dot KET NO. F 


-3209-57— 










Grosman pa 
pany, @ partn 
nolia St., Inc 
et als, defen 
nortgaged pre 
ve 5) 





a rporation of this State, whose principal 

5 d at No. 45 Church Street, 
in the To of Montclair, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Edith C. Grissing, 


rciug the agent therein and in charge therev! 
ipon whom process may be served). hae 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
vrpurations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of! 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ertify that the said corporation did, on bs 
Fifth day of Decembe 1958 tile 
my office a duly executed aud attested ¢ poet 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
puralion, executed by ail the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
vf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY 'WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 








fixed my official seal, at Trenbon. 
this Fifth day of December 
Seal) A.D ue thousand nine bhundre 
1nd ofty-+ight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
J De 11, 18, 25 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF 8TATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


fo all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
ty duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


SECOND TR AC T 


by the unanimous consent of a!l the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
FAIR VIEW HOMES 


n of this Stat 








$e f New . y M n 
eing the agent therein end. in chance’ ahereot f 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
eomplied with the requirements of Title 14 
yrations, General, of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey, prel imi nary to the issuing 
f this ‘Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, To Hereby 
: rrity a the said corporation did, on ~ 
I Dece mber, 1958 
my offic ew y dul y executed and attested peel 
n writing to the dissolution ef said cor- 
oration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the reeord 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ey x, Decem 
Dn my sai d office as provided by law “NE 1 CG Dr Pry. Sk 
IN TESTIMONY W HEREOF, I ~ ge ») WEINICK, Attorney. 














have hereto set my hand and af- |] ) Dec. 11, 18, 25, Jan. 1 e709 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton | ___— eee 
this Fifth day of December, ESSEX COU STY ( COURT 

Seal) A.D 1» thousand nine hundred LAW DIVISION 





and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
: 11, 18, 2 In the Matter 
SHERRI a 
by Ta 
“TATE OF SEY, of BEeet thr 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE JOSE Pp cf 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 





ame 

fo all A tohom these presents may ceme, Hl INEI t 
Greetin \ I 
WHEBEAS. It appears to my satisfaction oes oe es 


oy duly authenticated record of the proc de 
ags for the voluntary dissolution thereof {”*: 
y the Banna ous consent of ail ane stock. |v: 
tore deoosited in my office tha 
SUPER 10k CONT rAINER ¢ OR POR ATION 
a poration whose principal 
. rated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
1 the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, | provis 
State of New Jersey. "G ym L. Kramer. and 
neing the agent therein and in charge thereof. that the 
ipon whom process may be served), has) theret 
mmapiled with the requirements of Title 14 
orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
’ New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing in 
f thie Certificate ef Dissolution. assume tl 
the Secretary of HINER, 
ee Bias 


of this State, 








1 








NOW, THEREFORE. I. 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby .,,),; 
a that - said ‘corporation did. ~ the jess cau 

1 day 2 I ter i 
tfice a duly june and ‘eshuaens consent 
{n writing to the dissolution of said cor a 
poration, executed by all the stockholders ~ 
thereof. which said consent and the recorc . 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file Juder 
in my said office as provided by law. that a 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. /) tiled wi 
bave hereto set my hand and af ;, ¢ pr 
sg a? official seal, at Trenton cyeh casi 

h ird day of December, A.D 

bundred and 











poten nine 


(Seal) 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State 
L.J.—Deec. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 





JERSEY, 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY. 
-Between Dor 


















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the p 

ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereo’ 
py the unanimous consent of all the stock 








holders deposi ted in my office that 
I STE E L HE AT TREATING 
t Ss State, whose prin 
s 1 Gr 











Essex. 
(J Ss. Jay. 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 








State of New Jersey 
upon whom process may be served), ha 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statute: 
’ New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
* this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


‘tate of the S.ate of New Jersey, Do Hereby 

etife that the sald Haig di id, on the S O (Y] F ‘e) N 
Second day <« December 8, file in my 

tice a duly executed and tested eonsent 


atiting to the disso ution of said cor 


LOCATED? 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 


yration. executed by all the stockholders 
hereof. which said consent and the record 
f the ceneeea tee aforesaid are now on fils 


my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 
have hereto set my hand and af 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton 513 MADISON AV.. N.Y. 22. N.Y. 
this Second day of Decembe A.D.. 
(Seal) me thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
Dec. 11. 18, 25 $21.60 













































BURPO COMPANY 
Photeitat [ints PR 


192 MARKET STREET, NEWARK,N.J. Mas 


WE ARE EQUIPPED TO REMDER YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT 
SERVICE Of ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES } LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 











STATE OF NEW RSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT UF §$ E DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
: CERTIFICATE OF DIsst I CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
r To all to whom these presents may me To all to whom these presents may come,| To all to whom these presents may come,| To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: Greeting Greeting: 
satisfacti WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfact ion, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
t ed by duly authenticated recor f the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- by_duly authenticated record of the proceed 


for t issolt " tameaad 1 tb untary dissolution thereef 
all the stock- | lt 1e uD mous consent of all the stock- 
that in my office that 





















Revised Statutes | 14, Corporations, General, 


ings “fer. the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent 
holders, deposited in my office that 
COMPANY 

whose principal 
No. OSS Paterson Avenut 
rford, Co inty 
Jersey (Georg 


agent therein and in charge 


of Revised Statutes 


minary to the issuing | -f New Jersey. preiiminary to the issuizg 


thereof | 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
| DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

|To all to whom these presents may come, 


S, It appears to my satisfaction, 
xy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
or the voluntary dissolution thereof 





se 


| ings 
of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of alt me stock- 
| 





COMPANY, bug Ni th I CORPORATION NURSERY LAND 
vinieet State, whose | a lis State, 
1120 East 
abeth, County of Ji East Ruthie 
~ y( George H. Levy, | of State of New 
aud in charge therevtf, White, being the t 
be served), has/ therevf, upon whom process may be served) 
ments of Title 14,] has complied with the requirements of Title 


f Dissolution. f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
RE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o 
S New Jersey, Do Hereb; ‘ the State of New Jersey, 


rporation iid, on the | 


e in 





} 





















































































































































































4 rovided by law. » my said office as provided by law. 
{EREO! ‘ jed by law 3 I IMONY W HERBOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
my hand ia : “TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 have ret t my hand and af have hereto set my hand and af 
S€ a - 2 hereto set r band and af fixed my official seal, at Trenton fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
my ‘off at eos 2nton this of De ib this urth day of December, 
5 I i} f | (Seal) A.D thousand nine phere Seal) A.D., 1 thousand aine buLdres 
Sea A.D e thousand nine “hh indred and eigh and fifty-eight. 
an ty-eight EDWARI PATTEN, LUWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. EDWARD J. PATTEN, Secretary f State. Secretary of State 
Ly 11 18, 25 S214 Secretary of State. LJ I> ] 2 $21.60 | L.J Dee. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 
rep 2 IFICATE OF ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
ICE TO UNKNOWN D rs STATE OF NEW JERSEY RRED STOCK LAW DIVISION 
si UF NEW JERS DEPARTMENT OF STATI \ SUPPLY } Docket No 
XY CHORBU ITI ATE OF DISSOLUTION ‘ Civil Action 
s T ym these presents may come NT OF PRI ORDER 
. I MEDICAI MARTINA 
ght satisfaction I ’ edical Supply tEE P FANT, BY 
1R HER s the proceed Ca ‘ ( wration, with | MARTIN GREEN, HER PAREN 
ve I n thereof | i; th Avenue, | AND NATURAL GUARDIAN TO 
i t 3 1 the stock- | dish, uhkeke gi = A oO} 
Ba Ar zg that va os 1inti 
Ke, New J i} CORP ary AI 
\ s ‘ - i 
: were \ d 
i s . ( \ ‘ p 
r - x arge t s ¢ t ss ea ern to w 
i 1 served), } vf } ‘ to t ( 
: of Title N ¢ . Latin Phy 
t - ised Statutes | ., - / R ; ics. wa eps 
f a issuing : ‘ t s ; s | ‘ 
® : the issuing : R i ind tl " 
j ‘ ‘ nd hat ¢ 1 rea 
‘ St H x \ tharet 
- . ZIMMERMAN It is t 1958 
. : t ADIUDGED, tl MARI GREENBAUM 
s IAS and she herel 1 m 
< » Martina G n, m and afte 
ors road ‘ $15.36 of Ja 1959, and tha 
, g New J b > se » : 
oO da an ee: ‘ my said office Tov by law ou e the New lw 
43. et a . IN TESTIMONY "WHEREOF ] g ity I t ‘ 
<A 5 } * have hereto set my i Jude » 
— ray ra fixed my < al seal, a P Judgn : Clerk, a 
s « ré ¢ ) ’ I > 4 ‘ 1 Ww } 
; s red and “ Ss ! 
cenit. a . t A s ik 
; Pr ~ F ‘ ( ‘ - i , 
ay i : P. WAUGH 
+ i) % 2 £9 ) y7& : +} ‘ 
by STELLA a 
. i * x OF § Fr i ; aa : ie 
ICAT SSOLUTION — - 
to ¢ z rm may m - x Dated: November 28, 1958 
’ FRANK LISIAK, deceased 
s p ‘ OS » the order of ADRIAN M 
‘ . ( ER Surrogate of the County of 
- £ s t made, on th lication of 
s s 8 0 Ol Administrat said de 
s t t reby give » creditors 
, 9 ms . ANU I ’ ‘ Ss LNI to exhibit to t subscriber 
( AN SCO = affirmation, t r claims end 
( Sux 2 $5.22 st the estate of said deceased, 
8, 25, J ‘ months from this date, or they 
’ - . “ e forever from prosecuting or 
Q ( I. ng the same against the subscriber 
( . Fe JOHN P ACHUCKI 
~ 7 i } HODES, Att ys 
- 17 Street 
Ne Ne J 
I 4 Y M t LJ De $; 43, 38, 26, Fan: 3 
as Ae 1 Mohammed STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
= ‘ eased, | | B rd K L.s TO 
ta SPAS beat, At LVATORE F. SCILLIA 
ad 8 s r 9 ¢ ~ x - 
inder r m- @ er Neu 
é eceased rat LI) 2 $10.08 
C4 ¥ r they ¢ —— 
z rose gz or f . 
recover e same against riher i ) lersigned 
. rt 
INSTI’ TUTION é t 2:00 P M.. er December 
= aoe attielcdarh ich date. If you 
es = he + Cit demanded in the 
o % “ } ave N \ nor: against you by de- 
= ting Greg 
8, 95, J F : Aig, ae a Writ of Attach- 
_ \ arent and natural cause on November 
: 29 $21. tY CONRAD fifth 
r mother 
yr nat the 
“y -r 18, 
1 2 959 $11.97 
to - 1 ‘ S NOTICE the lersigned will f 
h or affirmation, their claims and : =e OR ar haskacre™ o the rt on the 7th 
against the estate of said deceased, =o ; . ‘ha tna (one OF A 2:00 o'clock in the » Superior Court 
six months from this date, or they . ree me afternoon at t se, Newark, New! 1.J.—Dec. 4 , $21.42 
forever barred f 7 TIBET . ; Jerse r them to} ———— 
op She ie . this State, w AS t r, Marie NOTICE TO ABSENT DEFENDANT 
HOWARD SAVINGS , as 1 Gaynor S respec- THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Db S$. BINGHAM : eae . t TO 
ewark 2, NJ. State New Jer Na B ROYAL AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY 
Ko a i £ ail 
_ 11, 18, 25, Jan. 1, 8 A and y summoned and required to 
: ‘ruar 40U18e h, Stratgon & Wise, attorneys 
4 2 _& - t Sank and Trust Company, 
F Bertram J. ( r I Empire Insurance 
ripen Hulfish Street, 
Asbury Park J wer to the 
D { Ss. 2 $12.60 the civil 
perior Court 
smber 28, 1958 ; hancery ivision, (Docket 
ESTATE OF WA > R 4 s in which L. L Constantin & 
] E endl IA\ ont N STON, Jeceased. ntiff and R. P. Holding Corp., 
ual yrder of ADRIAN M : . any. § 
FOLEY, JR., gate of the County of milage de Te Bla syst ken 
i er Essex, this day made, on the application of | cool Empire Insurance Com- 
page af foresai id 7 e now on the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, moze American Insurance 
fice as provided by notice is hereby given to the creditors of yt ptr nt leah el biel Renee 
ng the s TI :STIMON| Y "WHERE OF, 1 said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 25, 1955, exclusive of such 
ng the same agai = . ef. nder oath or aff their clai 4 fail to do so, judgment by 
ETHEL F je ieitaas rer 4 a rendered against you for 
J. SOLOMON mands against estate of said deceased, Y idea h eth egg 
: within six months from this date, or they femanded in (the cross-claim 
Sea will be forever barred from prosecuting or le an wer to said cross-claim 
fe . recovering the against the anbecriber = Werte duplicate with the 
25, Jan. 1, 8 KATHI k JOHNSTC Superi Court, State House 
a — CHARLES A DRUFF, Attor Annex, Trenton, Jersey, in accordance 
i J I 2 1 Avenue with the rules of civil practice and procedure 
N w.J This action has been instituted for the 
Date Decemt 58 Bp 41. 12 5. Jan. 1 purposes of securing a declaratory judgment 
OF KAT ARZYN A Dated: November 21, 1958, “"" ORI seep tire dizi Miata Dette 2+ for the dete on of the distribution of 
d . deceased ESTATE OF —— ZADOR OZNY. deceased.) ; is eke dividends y. past and present hold- 
OL to the order of ADRIAN M -ursua e order of ADRIAN M.| ESTATE OF SOPHIE HOLCOMB, deceased. | ers of preferred stock in L. L. Constantin & 
JR., Surrogate of the County of Y Seri gate of the of NOTICE O I MENT Co You are made a defendant in said action 





of Notice is hereby 





made on the appli n 
trator of said deceas-| of the subscriber 





ter this day made, on the application of 
wie tersigned, Executrix of said deceased. | t! 

ce is hereby given to the creditors of | «d 
Ni deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber s: 
Mer oath or affirmation, their claims and 
Rds against the estate of said deceased, 









to the subscriber | ceased, 
their claims and t 



















day of vecember, 











ay at the accounts | because you are a past or 
or of the Last Will | of preferred stock of L. L. Constantin & Co. 
is hereby given to the creditors of | and Testament of SOPHIE HOIAL‘OMB, de- The cross-claim fias been filed against you 





1958 file in 


alteste a consent | my ottice a duly executed and attested consent 
i n of said cor-|in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
by all the stockholders | ,»wratiou, executed by ali 
sent and the record | nereof, which said consent and the record 


the stockholder 


resaid are now on file f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





































present holder 


audited and stated by the | to determine the right to dividends, if any, 
3 ‘urrog te and reported for settlement to the | on 17,000 shares of preferred stock of L. L. 
the estate of said deceased, | Essex County Court, Probate Division, on} Constantin & Co., of which you are the 


‘thin six months from this date, or they 1s from this date, or they Tuesday, the 16t lay f December next. | record owner, but the ownership of which is 
32 sodas forever barred from prosecuting or barred from prosecuting or Dated: November 3, 1958 claimed by Continental Bank and Trust Com- 
ering the same against the subscriber cov same against the subscriber. THE NATIONA NEWARK & ESSEX | pany. as receiver of Inland Empire Insurance 
7 STELLA GIEMZA MICHAEL ZADOROZNY BANKING CO NY OF NEWARK Company, as Assignee. 
{ R. MILLER, Attorney RICHARD OTTO, Attorney ELMER 0. GOODWIN, Attorney 7 I. GRANT SCOTT 
Street 810 Broad Street 507 Orange Street | Clerk of the Superior Court 
ty i, N. JZ. N rk 2, N. J. Newark 7, N. J. | Dated: November 28, 1958 
1—Dec’ 11,18, 25, Jan. 1, 8 L.J.—Nov. 27, Dec. 4, 11, 18, 25 L.J.—Nov. 13, 20, 27, Dec. .4, 11 1 L.J.—Dee. 4, 11, 18, 25 $35.25 











Do Hereby | 
that the said corporation did, on the 


nolders, deposited in my office 
NEWAKK bitte wok ‘KS 
tion of this State, whose principal 
No 24 Avenue L, 
County of Essex, 
I Rubovitz, 


thereof, 















rved), has 

of Title 14, 

r H vised Statutes 

of a J preliminary to the issuing 
of tl ate of Dissolutio 





Now, THI REFORE, I, ti Secretary of 
of the State of New Jersey, Do Herel: 
that the said corporation did, on ti 
ineteenth day of November, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 











in writing to the of said ¢ 
poration, executed stockho!ders 
ther which said and the record 
of the = ceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my id office as provided by 


y law. 
“IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 











have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Nin day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight 
E DWARD J. PATTEN, 
retary of State. 
L.J Dec. 4, 11 $21.60 





rO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

fake notice that the undersigned will apply 
th I County Court, at the Court 
New Jersey, on January 7, 
ock in the afternoon, for a 

7 to assume the 

J John Augustine 

“TOSEPH JOHN D AGOSTINO 

L. Robak, Attorney 



































11 1 25, Ja 1 $8.82 
TAKE NOTICE the lersigned w 
ipply to the Essex ‘ t on the 7th 
da f January, 1S oo PM th 
ifteri it the ¢ Hous n the City 
of Newark, New vy, for ent au 
th ! the t th of Eva 
Ca 1 J Cahn tively 
( n 
J Harriet Cohn 
M i I Kk ‘ 
744i B 1 Stree 
N ur 2, New J 
L.J Dee 11 8.2 J l $10.71 
TAKE NOTI } ‘ nd 1 will 
the } ( Cou J Divi 
( II New New Jersey, on 
y 7 1950 t 10°00 © n the 
' dg } g t 
i s RK »S 
S I } 
t i } Gloria Saund 
I p Ha 
I i 
B 1 TI. Krame 
t f p 
ry ¢ Street 
N New J 
J ID 11, 18, 25, Jan. 1 $10.71 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE Of DISSOLUTION 
1 t chom ¢t e presents may come, 
G ? 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
, t i of 
! V 1 
0 t-LOOK 
Tow ‘ 
re State New 
( > io G 
} Cort 
OW, THEREFOR the Secretary of 
S ~ N Ie 
Ty xth Novem i 
n t id ted ested consent 
riting t the dissolution £ said cor- 
executed | tll the stockholders 
on) 1id nt and the record 
eedings aforesaid are now on file 
i fice as provided by law 
IN PESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
} hereto set my hand and af- 
f my official seal, at Trenton, 
this 7 wenty th da »f November, 
< A.D ie tho sand nine hundred 
hDW ke D J p ATTEN 
L.J.—-lec. 4 1 15 $21.60 
STATE O1 JOHN R. OSCHWALD, de- 
rsed 


NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 





Notice s herel vive that the acconnts 
f the subserib sf - 
1 The ( Iward I. Bennett 
i The Nat r Essex Bank- 
g Cor iny of Newa rs of the 
st W ind Testament of John R. Osch- 
wald, deceased, covering the period from 
M 
I 
Jot 











Nationa Banking Com- 
v~any of tor of the Last 
WwW and nent R. Oschwald 
leceased, covering the period from April 8, 
1958 to a y 3 1958 

w be audited and stated the Surrogate 
nd the Fesex 


nd Essex 
k, Exec- 

f Last Will 
tament reed yhn R. Oschwald, 





cPaAsed 
Pitney, Hardin & Ward Attorneys 
500 Broad Street, Newark 2, 
L.J Nov. 13, 20, 27, Dee. 4, 








Dated: November 3, 
E = ATE OF CHARLES H. CLARK. deceased 
‘ to the order of ADRIAN M 
FOLEY JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex. this day made, on the application of 
the nndersigned. Exeentrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
inder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
Jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will he forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subecriber. 
ISABEL JACKSON PERSON 
FRED FREEMAN, Attorney 
24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
L.J.—Nov. 13, 2@;.27, Dec. 4, 11 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES ‘ LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES i 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY State of New Jersey to Dated: November 14, 1958 | STATE OF NEW JERSEY \ STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE JOSEPH M. DOWLING : his heirs, devisees’ ESTATE OF HARRIS J. MELTZER, de-| DEPARTMENT OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION and personal representatives, ceased. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ! CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION — 
To all to whom these presents may come, | and his, their, or any of their, successors in Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. | all to whom these presents may come, |To all to whom these presents may come, ba 
Greeting: , right, title and interest; end Mrs. Joseph M.| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of| (Greeting: Greeting } 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | Dowling, some of the defendants. | Essex, this day made, on the application of | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- You are hereby summoned and required to| the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- lby duly authenticated record of the proceed- 





voluntary dissolution thereof {ings for the voluntary dissolution ther 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | serve upon Rocco F. Senna, Esq., plaintiff's! notice is hereby given to the creditors of| ings for the a 
us consent of all the stock 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | attorney, whose address is 24 Commerce | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- red the unanirz 

holders, deposited in my office that Street, Newark, New Jersey, an answer to! under oath or affirmation, their claims and | holders, deposited in my office that | holders, ited in my office that 
COLONIAL MINERAL WATERS INC. the amended complaint filed in a civil action, | demands against the estate of said deceased, LOWE'S DRUG, INC. | NG AND HILDITCH, INC. 

4 corporation of this State, whose principal] in which Anne S. Dowling, is plaintiff and| within six months from this date, or they| @ corporativn of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 62 Rutgers Avenue, | Joseph M. Dowling, et als are defendants,| will be furever barred from prosecuting or | office is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, | office is situated at No. 9 Clinton Street, 

in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, | pending in the Superior Court of New Jersey, | recovering the same against the subscriber. | in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson,| in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Luke Casulli, being | (Docket #C976-57) within 35 days after THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | State of New Jersey (Allan MHorowitz,| state of New Jersey (Robert C. King, Jr., 












































































































































the — therein and sa" charge A sage ~ygeonge 18, 1958, exclusive of said date.| SMITH, SLINGERLAND, TRAUTH & being the agent therein and - ebarge eo being the agent therein and in charge thereof 

upon whom process may be served), as you fail so to do, judgment for the relief HOLTZ, Attorneys upon whom process may e served), as |upon whom provess may be served), has 
— with — 2 gy ge oo nl — 6 sea es in the amended complaint will be | 744 Broad Street complied with the requirements rock Title 14. | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
orporations, General, of evised Statutes | taken against you by default. Newark 2, N. J. Cor} rations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, pre.iminary to the issuing The action has been instituted for the. L.J Nov. 20, 27, Dee. 4, 11, 18 of New Fo Y, preliminary to the issuing |of New Jersey , nary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. partition of certain lands and premises situ- of eate of Dissolution. of this Certificate Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | ate at #46 Elliott Street, Newark, New STATE OF NEW JERSEY NoW, “THER EFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THE REFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Jersey, and seeking an accounting clarging DEPARTMENT OF STATE State of the State ef New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Je -‘rsey, Do Heret 3 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | defendants with expenditures made by plain- CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | Certify that the said corporation did, on the | Certify that the said corporation did, on th: 
ste —— day of og te pe acip: file in ne in connection with said premises. You,!| To all to whom these presents may com: Eighteenth day of Novembe ae 1958, file in| Fourteenth day of November, 1958, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | Joseph M. Dowling, are made a defendant | Greeting my office a duly executed and attest« d conser t | my office a duly executed and attested consenr 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | because you are one of the tenants-in-com- | WIIEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction in writing to the dissolution. of cor- |in writing to the dissolution of said « 
poration, exccuted by all the stockholders | mon in said lands and premises; you the| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | poration, executed by all the stockholder: poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sgid consent and the record | unknown heirs of said Joseph M. Dowling | lngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the recori 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | are made defendants because you may have| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fi: t 
in my ea a Bal _ , an interest in said share of Joseph M. Dow- | bok i ae aon eae —~ yr 4 owns OORF in my = office as provided eee zOF, : in my said office as provided by law 1 

i) {EOF ling as a tenant-in-common in the event he | O : C : i TESTIMONY J IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF, 1 ! 
have hereto set my hand and af-| is deceased, and you, Mrs. Joseph M. Dow-| a corporation of this State, whose principal have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and a‘ 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | ling, are made defendant because you may | vilice is si tuated at No. 443 - 60th Street, in | tixed my official seal, at Trenton. fixed my of seal, at Trent 
this Twenty-fourth day of November, | have a right of dower in said premises. the Tewn of West New York, County of Hud- | this Eighteenth day of November, this Fourteenth day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | Dated November 24, 1958. son, State of New Jersey (Theodore Cohen, | (Seal) A.D., one 7 yusand nine hundred | (Seal) > D., one thousand nine hundr 
and fifty-eight. I. GRANT SCOTT being the agent thereim aud in charge thereof and fifty- igh fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, Clerk of the Superior Court! Upep whom = process may be served), bas EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. L.J.—Nov. 27, Dec. 4, 11, 18 $28.35 | complied with the requirements of Title 14 | Secretary of State. Secretary of State. 
L.J—Noy; 27, Dec. 4, 11 __ $21.60 | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | L.J.—-Nov. 27, bec. 4, 11 $21.60 | L.J.—Nov. 27, Dec. 4, 11 $21.60 
ee : ———| TAKE NOTICE, that the undersigned will | % New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | ___ ene tiele : 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY apply to. the Essex County Court, Court | NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE House, Newark, New Jersey, on the 22nd / state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION day of December, 1958, at 10:00 A.M. for @/| (tity that the said corporation did, on the CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, | judgment authorizing Joseph Francis Ptacnik| First day of December, 1958, file in my| To all to whom these presents may come, To all hy whom these presents may come | 

Greeting to assume the name of Joseph Francis | optice a duly executed and attested consent Greeting: | 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. Patnick. a n writing to the dissolution of said cor- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, appears to my Ssatisfacti : 
by duly authenticated record of tae proceed- Joseph Francis Ptacnik * ti executed by th tockholde . ticated record of the proceed- i: proce:d- | 
i for the voluntary dissolution thereof | MceKeow Harth & Enrigh paper bith pieeartt age tise pl i Taian tienes iu reoft 
snags f ell th el an eee m, Marth & Harigat thereof, which said consent and the record intary dissolution thereof Bolu 
»y the unanimous consent of all the stoc 60 Park Place f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file consent of all the stock- of all 
holders. deposited in my office that Newark 2, New Jersey fie } s fice that 
PREMIER MUSEMENT CORPORATION F ‘Wine > s n my said office as provided by law. in my office that ~ a e th oe 

tEMIER AMUSEMEN rE ) 3 Elliot M. Bross Rate IN” TESTIMONY. WHEREOF, 1 CONSTRUCTION CORP. DC. sEACH AIR BRUSH 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | Nov. 27, Dee. 4, 11, 18 $9.45 have hereto set my hand and af-ja e, whoee principal COMP ANY : 
“agp af ger = bei _ oer a Sa SE SER GEES TDR ETD = fixed my official! seal, at Trenton ‘ommerce Street. at a State, whose prin 
aes fs es ge 4 “i, a ommeran ae Se ee jueeer this First day of December, 4-D., sunty of Essex, ted at Ne ) 120 Mechanic Str 
State of Ne Jerse ete ams, SPARTMENT OF STATE (Seal) ne thousand nine hundred an *reemar f Boonton, County of Morris 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION fifty-eight. oi i ; being the agent the ud ir er arear (Mary B. Be: 
upon whom process may be served), hae! 79 all to whom these presents may come, EDWARD J. PATTEN, ipon whom process may be served) is ¢ 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 Greeting: Secretary of State Pata ith the saniisemente of p 3 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes WHEREAS, It “ars to my EJ Dec. 4, 1i, 18 $21.60 | ; ae ae oenn ae cwtned the requirements of Title 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | by duly authentice record of REARS (RR ee Se 2 an eee ete ee a the issuing ns, General . Revised es 
of this Certificate of Dissolution \ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | SHERIFF’S SALE of < . of Di ont aaa to the g 
, NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | SUPERIOR (CHAN) €-358 (NOW, THE REI ORE, I, t! e Secretary of ition 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | holders, deposited in my office SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW J tate of New Je Do Hereby Secretary of 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the | CH INTE R SALES, HANCERY DIV ISION, : rid os a on the 
Twenty-fourth day of November, 1958, file in| a corporation of this State DOCKET f- 0 file in 





s situated at No. 588 Pa consent 


my office a duly executed and attested consent | oftix Y 
tjorough of Rutherford, 





Between New 


attested cor 
















in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- | jn ( D 1 vy Ode said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | j; State of New 1 Albert G. H ‘ solders f said 
thereof, which said consent and the recor! | being the agent therein and in wife, Defendants E XECUTION tor Sale of record stockhe 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Mle | upon whom process may be Mortzaged Premises on file | the the reer 
in my said office as provided by law. | countied with the requirements of Title ; SEP eo AES. PERE pala lgaee ~ lof > proceeding or 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] (Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes i “ea Sp Ue ts Se eee aerate 1 | in my said off ied by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 


T PION, to me aes I shall expose 










































































have hereto set my hand and af |of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | -~ yrs 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton | of this Certificate of Dissolution. yen OAR Hor : Bec have hereto set my hand and a! 
this Twenty-fourth day of November, NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of . * ri ” eg fixed my official seal, at Tre 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and! state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby “te y-third day 7 i summa enth day of November 
tifty-eight z Certify that the said corporation did. on the yt. : =. Addit Secs nse and Seal) thousand nine hu 
EDWARD J PATTEN, | Twenty-tirst day of November, 1958. file in [008 SEE TESAS. GARTER EDW ARD J. PA’ 1 E 
Secretary of State. a ag, | My office uly exeen y aeiehae | Secretary of State. E DW. ARD J “p ATTE N, 
L..J.—Nov. 27, Dec. 4, 11 $21.60) in writing to’ the — v. 27, Dec. 4, 11 $21.60 Secretary of State. 
—| poration, executed LJ Nov. 27, De #, 33 $2 
_— ony ; thereof, which ee $$$ 
Pal ete HE ang 8 [of the proceedin STATE OF NEW JERSEY : 
erated TERRITIRTEION | in my said of DEPARTMENT OF STATE JERSEY Y 
i 4 oe ‘ ‘ N tTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, | : a “neal fe a u ; = these iomamile fate come IISSOLUTION 
Greeting | fixed my offici ese presents mai mé 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


this Twenty-fir 
. to my satisf 











x t ».. one t 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof seat? — ifty-eight E: 
by the unanimous con of all the stow | aD DJ c 
holders, deposited in fice that EDW Bees? J consent 
MAYSON, INC LJ ? ae a a in n that 
a corporation of this State, whose principal nen a Mert rs ‘ CORPOR ATION 
is situated at No. 236 Main Street, . : | - = 
City of Paterson, County of Passaic, Dated: November an | 









New sey (Seymour Portzel, | ‘ oi ATE Ol serail Et CHS, =| 
xg agent therein and in cha thereof, | , Ont \ , ih : save 
upon whom process may b st ~1), has |, gee hg c | 
] y ae irements of Title 14, ie sige j ae b | 
of Revised Statutes shasta ciciae | 

preliminary to the issuing we Hier iss : 





f Dissolution Piety cecgepinh Sets 
SFORE, I, the Secretary of |" 


te 



































































































































































State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby ds against the ¢ » of said | eae a 5 eemeieiaad ‘ 
Certify that the said corporation aie |e eee on — ’ | CERTIFICATI OF a tEASE é 
Thirty-tirst day of October, 1958, file in ce = paaggas races sae AL yd ; 
a duly executed and attested consent S =~ " DMOND ETER BRUCE, INC. 
to the dissolution of said cor- . oAetie | } . pa 
executed by all the = stockho!'ders | . = oa 
thereof, which said consent and the record |, , x i sg N Y j Sta S . ¢ Aca lies 
“3 z aA I v. 23 - 38. 25 | , Newark, ( y ¢ Ess 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | UT _ = Retna Rte 
in my said office as provided by law | SiS ae 19. 1058 : ss 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, Ul crate oF 1s pein fl i ee ed agi ; 
have hereto svt my hand and af- | I STATE OF ISIDORE | PILL deceased charge thereof upon re 
fixed al seal, at Trenton | mo eile At nad meat a i oe ration ay € 
(Seal) AD ent aay sles ce I made, on the app RESOLUTION OF DIRECTORS : 
se and fifty- t ; j t Executrix of said : eee 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, - poe rc canta Che Board of C Setet ere, “ 
Secretaru of State. }s to ex to the ne., & _Je rse I i 
I..J.—Nov Dee. 4, 11 $21.60 affir mat ! h day As 
- - - — —__ ——--——— } | Pe es $21.60 $2 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY prosecuting or ‘wc Te : em at It Pa a ae —s i a cate a ak gig Ce ire iin 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE recovering the same against the subscriber isand STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | MARTHA PILL Twenty-f DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
To “aby to wh m these f ents may come, | HOWARD T. ROSEN, Attorney and that I OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLTTION 
tin 790 Broad Street eing 100 shares of no par value be reg To a wh these presents may come, |To all to whom these presents ma - 
wir REAS, It appears to my satisfaction | . : ; 
authenticated r the proceed- | | y satisfaction ) my satis f 
for the volunta “a sso ion theres =—— 5 to t the proceed- t . 
unanimous consent of all _ stock- | 1958 | their r 
lers, deposited in my office t! eased And t 
VALLEY BROOK LAU NDRY. “INC. N 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | 
office is lated at No. 152 Market Street, ( rincipe s 
in the ¢ f Paterson, County of Passaic, noon, to ine | Str . 
CHANGE m 
1958. file 
tteste xl consent 
st . rAKE NOTICE r 
the record ipply to the Essex t 
now on file ting r 
law Rae ers 
WHEREOF, I IN W im 
ny hand and at- t s F 
>a] Trento i the 
iy o November, s 25 ren 
iSea!l) i undred 
and ftr-e 
EDWAKD J. PATTEN, meee : 
Secretaru of State H y S$. 7 I J. PATTEN, J. PATTEN oo 
L.J Nov. 27, Dee. 4. 11 $21.60 $9.45 Seal) Secretary of State. | of &§ 
————. ———= —____—_— . =—_ e ‘ATE OF NEW JERSEY L.J.—Nov. 27. Dec. 4. 11 $91.60 | L.J.—N 7 J 4 44 ne 
Dated: Novemner 21, 1958 Datei: November 12, 1958 EP witli NT OF STATE ——————— | $$ — = 
E: OF ALBERT GEORGE STEIB,| ESTATE OF HARRY LEVIN, deceased. ir} November 17, 1958 | Dated Novembe 
Pursuar the order of AI N M.| New Jor JANZ. deceased. | 2S OF FRANK PLOT AY, 
t to the order of ADRIAN M.) FOI EY Surrogate of . foregoing ADRI AN M Pursuant t rder é ‘ 
FOLEY, JR.. Surrogate of the County of | Essex, made, on t f. Decreas intr of | FOLEY. - surrogate 7 th 
Essex, this day made, on the application of the r ~d. i e 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | not I of it . as the same 
ce i it to the bers t th the original e 













the creditors of | said 






















given 
hi the subscriber | unde n, their claims and my of Sion 
ir claims and » estate of said deceased, mber, A.D 1 maining ae Tl 
d deceased, | wi mths from this date, or they | en file and of record therein. he estate of *. 
f date, or they | will r barred from prosecuting or | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hs from this } 
forever barred prosecuting or | recovering the same a nst the subscribers. | have hereu -t my hand and af- forever barred from prosecuting or , 
recovering the same the subscriber. LOUIS LEV | fixed my Seal at Trenton, | recovering the same against the subscriber. | recor against the subs "ties 
LOIS » j ABE LE VIN. | this Twenty-fir day of November, FRANCES H. SULLIVAN | DL OUHY Pt 
JOSEPH A. HUNOVAL, Attorney | RICHARD L. AMSTER, Attorney (Seat) A.D., 1958 ELY & ELY. Attorneys | HARRY FISC H. Atto yrney 2 
744 Broad Street | 11 Commerce Street | EDWARD J. PATTEN, | 10 Ames Avenne | 850 Broad Street ly 
N.J Newark 2. N.J Secretary of State. | Rutherford, N. J | Newark 2. Ni. 3. 
27, Dee. 4, 11, 18, 25 L.J.—Nov. 20, 27, Dec. 4, 11, 18 L.J.—Nov. 27. Dec. 4, 11 $42.72 | L.J.—Nov. 20, 27, Dee. 4, 11, 18 1 L.F.-—-Nov. 20, 27. Dee. 4, 11, 18 
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a = ce 0 10 hese pre ts may come, 0 ali to whom these presents may come, o all to whom these presents may come, | iu aii to whom these presents may come,| 7, git to whom these presents may come, 
é, ) SREAS, It ay ‘EAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction Wiirhkrhas, lt appears to my satisfaction, ~ F — bas «i - 
: y e i oy duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- by duly camueniaeaden record ol the proceed- | } eee oe See il ao ———— 
- ssolu ugs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for voluntary dissuviution thereafj igs ivr the voluntary dissviutiou therevt oy oo gr ogg some a bBo — ; 
d- f al vy the unanimous consent of all the stock-| by the lous consent of all the stock- [o>~ we uvanumous consent of aii -~ etnies Wee ain, the voluntary re age cepts 
of ffi holders, « i n ce, that uolders, deposited in my office that uviders, deposited in my office tha by the unanimous consent = all the stock- 
k \TI INC. B & H CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. NEWARK THEATRE BUILDING holders, deposited in my office that 
Ww a Tr} this Sta whose principal | 4 r atior this State, whose principal CORPORATION TR: AINO « OAT cv. INC ‘ sali 
5 G I No. 740 ‘Irvi ington Avenue, 2 is s ited at No. 210 South Prospe ct a corporation of this State, whose principal a corporation of this parepg 8 whose ae 
pa f Maplewood, County of Es- é the I igh of Bergentield, County | office is situated at No. 195 Market Street, | Mice is situated at No. 236 New York Avenue, 
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ex being t t g charge therevi, | s ng the agent there and State of New Jersey (Peter Adams, ate Roa Pw divas (Michael 7 
br. le g 8 served), has | reof, upon whom process may Uouug Lue agent there:n aud im cuarge Luereut, ae s = and im charge <= a = 
w : s of Title 14. | 1s complied with the requirements | upou whom process may be served), bas Whont (Prucess. 25Re (BG Ss veana 
Corp s, G tevised Statutes | of Tit 4, Corporations, General, of Revised wits Le reyuirements uf ‘Litie 1a, | COMPlied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Sey to the issuing | S New Jersey, preliminary to the Generai, of Kevised Statutes sed hala ee Set ee \ 
Ce | 1is Certiticate of Dissolution. srsey, preiiminary tu the issuu | °! new Jersey, | prel the issuing 
THEREF( I s | PHEREFORKb, 1, the Secretary o |v srlilcate vf Dissolution PF ee new on , 
St ) | Stat t State of New Boeri lo Hereby NUW, LHEREPUKE, 1, the Secretary vi! | NOW, THER PORE, a, etary 0 
t ie t s | Ce t said cory a did, on the | State vl the State of New Jersey, Vo berevy | * of the State of New Jersey, Do Herel 
et Tw lay 5 F De ber, le in my] certily that (he said Curporation did, vn tue | ‘ ty that the said corporati joo! did, on the 
t n tlice a at tested consent | tt executed and attested consent | Twenty-liftth day of November, 1958, file in day of December, 1958, file in 
: a: s ‘ said cor- 1 writing the diss@lutivu ol sald cor | wy vilice a duly executed and attested couse >a duly exe and attested consent 
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I m ‘ Trent al | my al seal, at Trenton have heretu set my band aud ai | have hereto sity my hand Bae af- 
t this Twenty irt November nd day of Necember, A.v., First day of December, A.D., xed my official seal, at Trenton | fixed my cilini seal, at Trenton, 
Sea A.D e t ired ; ‘9@8!) one thousand nine hundred and; (x sand nine hundred and this Twenty-fifth day of November, this — day of aah Pe a 
fifty-eight ot A wararn eight (Seal) A.U., one thousand nine hundred aud | (Sea!) one thousand nine hundred an 
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1.60 STATE OF NEW JERSEY | STATE OF NEW ss paces 
; DEPARTMI OF STAT RTMENT OF ATE STATE OF NEW JEKSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
( I : . oY ge ged nce ae Mi tee re ig sige SH “DISSOL — DiVARIMENT OF STALE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
7 , t : i Gractinn. sa p “ ay COmF > ee ' aS BECOMES AY Come, CRKAIEICATE OF DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| - dle WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactior WH AS, It ars to nig satiataction, | ce ee eee uote whom these presents may come 
bib 5 } aut! t r t wroceed- | t : oe SRY eet Greeting 
¢ us v rry ssolut thereof gs the cay ao tera Gee bei = peptic a | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
zs i seut 1 stock atock- 1 ic oH nts eer eter otters A ty thenticated record of the proceed 
P ic z pall anata tock i \oirlegoha ave Secale apatetenn }.nga for _ tary dissu thereof 
; | sited s f FOOD STORES } us ted in my office that | sent OF Sih ie soen 
s this St lj LASKI |» WAREHOUSE eee wren 
H i : | CORPORATION 1 cory State bes principal 
a Corporation of this State, whose principal “, Ne eee 
ncipa o Ess S flice is situated at No. 11 Guemaanie Siacok. cae No. 786 Broad Street, 
tr = x City t Newark County of Essex : : ‘ > Newark On ty of Essex, 
lorris & . : | u ‘ Jersey (Ward J. Herbert, f New Jersey (Samuel Schwares, 
> , is ‘ ee Pee , axent therein and io charge there 
‘ 4 > : anes and rs pape whom process may be served) has 
‘ , s, G ~ | N eatarns 1 with the requirements of Title 14, 
N d g | +) : ris, Cit of Revised Statutes 
oe ‘ NOW 4 “a se ay epee : } f J ‘liminary to the issuing 
ze = NOV PHI FO s | Stat this Certineate of. Siasetation he tout er = Beate of Dissolution 
5 5 } NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of a NOW THE REFORE, I, the Secretary of 
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\F I I n ay of December, By) Ee have hereto set my hand and af have hereto set my band and a 
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; “e: i g | 14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
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w 











Page Twelve 





NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, DECEMBER 11, 1958 


81 N. J. L. J. Index Page 632 
























































Rutgers Law Library 
Christmas Recess Hours 

The schedule of hours for the 
Rutgers Law Library during 
Christmas Recess is as follows: 


The Judge Advocates General 
of the Army, Navy and Air Force, 


is the General Counsel of the 
Wed., Dec. 24—8 a.m.-5 p.m. Inite a ne : 
Thurs. Dec. 25—Closed vanees va seneey — 
Fri., Dec. 26—9 a.m.-9 p.m. represented the Coast Guard), 


and Chief Judge Robert E. Quinn 
of the United States Court of 
Military Appeals confered at the 
New York County Lawyers’ Home 
of Law, 14 Vesey Street, yester- 


Sat., 
Sun., 


Dec. 27—9 a.m.-5 p.m. 
Dec. 28—12 noon-9 p.m. 
Mon., Dec. 29—9 a.m.-9 p.m. 
Tues., Dec. 30—9 a.m.-9 p.m. 
Wed., Dec. 31—9 a.m.-5 p.m. 


Thurs. Jan. 1—Closed day afternoon with the Associa- 
Fri., Jan. 2—9 a.m.-9 p.m. tion's Committee on Military 
Sat., Jan. 3—9 a.m.-5 p.m. Jusice. Zhe purpose of the 
Sun., Jan. 4—12 noon-9 p.m. meeting was to organize a joint 
SST SEI SOAS effort to survey the provisions of 

Essex Weekly Call the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice, its workability. how it 

SUPERIOR COURT AND may be improved, and the merits 

ESSEX COUNTY COURT of a plan advanced by Judge 


tIDAY, 


poreemengge Arthur Schwartz, President of 
the Association, whereby bar as- 
sociations and civilian lawyers 
may help in improving the ad- 
ministration of the Code. 

In addition to Chief Judge 
Quinn the services were repre- 
sented by Major General George 
Hickman, Judge Advocate Gen- 
eral of the Army; Admiral 
Chester Ward, Judge Advocate 
General of the Navy; Major 
General R. C. Harmon, Judge 
Advocate General of the Air 
Force, and Nelson P. Rose, Gen- 
eral Counsel U. S. Treasury, 
which has jurisdictior over Coast 
Guard courts-martial in peace- 
time. The chairman of the As- 
sociation’s twelve-member Com- 





\ M QS, M-99), 
D4) (M-103, M-104), M 
M-504 (M-505, M-506, M 
M-510 4449) M-511 
M-51 M-516, M-518, ¢ 
C-4 6 748 














“4 i, mittee on Military Justice is 
0-64: oe Colonel D. George Paston, Judge 
([cOsTsi, OCBESS). Ocsie, Oo Advocate of the Army who 
CC-2978, CC-2348, 4001, 4002, 4003, 4004, | served in both World Wars, now 
4005 4006, 4007, 1008, 4009, 4010 4011, ° 
1012 retired, and who prosecuted war 
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Gold Lettering $1.00 
Printed Minutes $1.00 


the Unicorp completely integrated 


New and already in demand, 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE orice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 








Law Chiefs of the Armed Forces Confer With 
Committee of New York Lawyers 


criminals captured 
after 
per cent conviction record. 

The conference began at ‘_ 


P. M. and broke at 6:00 P. M. 
continue discussions at di inner. 
At 7:00 P. M. Captain Read’s 


ve Law Company 3-3 
to present a dem- 
irt-martial, adher- 
ing to the rules of the new Uni- 
form Code of Military Justice, 
in the Association auditorium. 
The demonstration, based on the 
record of a real desertion case, is 
designed to give many civilian 
lawyers their first opportunity to 
itness actual proceedings in a 
court-martial. There be a 
running commentary. 
“The new Code and the U. 
Court of Military Appeals’, said 
Colonel Paston, “have eradicated 
command influence. The United 
States Court of Military Justice 
has reversed convictions where 
there has been the slightest evi- 
dence of unfair trial. 
“General Hickman has now 
into operation a plan whereby 
the Law Member or Courts- 
Martial will serve as such with- 
out being required to perform 
yther usual military duties. This 
designated Law Officer 
unity to be trained and 
highly qualified. So 
many other improvements have 
been initiated that an accused 
in a court-martial has better 
protection than impecunious de- 
fendants have in civilian crim- 
inal courts. For example, there is 
an aut omatic appeal process in 
which the accused is furnished 
with free military appellate 
counsel and printing is dispens- 
ed with. 
vertheless, the 
sles which the 


in the justice 


Naval Reser 
was scheduled 
onstration col 
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put 





gives the 
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re are some 
high com- 
division of 







Armed Forces are endeavor- 
yvercome in the effort to 
near perfection of the 

Th are PO ae 


=< 
ning 


problem of obtai and 
a suffici ent number of 
at the pay now 
Members of the 
members 
profession, are en- 
amount of per- 
for themselves and 
Congress, which 
pay of physicians 
failed to enact 
to attract 
to the 


1 by law. 
rofession, like 
the 
a 
security 
their families. 
has raised the 
in the services 
necessary legislation 
these qualified lawyers 
armed services.’ 


fair 
sonal 


Litwack ‘Te Address Essex 
Legal Secretaries 


The Essex Count y Legal Sec- 
retaries Association invites all 
legal secretaries of Essex County 


to their monthly meeting to be 
held at 8:00 D. m. on Friday, 
December 12, 1958 in Room 208 


Agencies Building, 

Fullerton 
New Jersey. Guest 
Julius P. Litwack, 
Esq. His topic for the evening 
“The Jury—How It Is 
and How It Works”. 


of the Social 
60 South 
Montclair 
speaker will be 
will be 


Ca) 
eee 


ted 
tea 





Announcements 


William Henry Lawton has 
moved his law offices 


Nottingham Way, Trenton 9. 
Harold M. Savage and William | 


R. Miller, have formed a part- 
nership for the general practice 


in Austria} | 
World War II with a 100| | 


Avenue,| 


to 2659 | 


of law under the firm name of | 
Savage and Miller with offices at | 


2 Broad St., Bloomfield. 


James M. Keating, Jr. has be- | 


| 
{ 
' 
} 


come associated with the firm of | 


Herrigel, Bolan & Herrigel, 
Broad Street, Newark 2. 


744 | 


paced | 


Reuben Appet has moved his 
office to 585 U. S. Highway 46, 
Caldwell Township. 


Bernard P. Hughes has opened 
offices for the general practice 
of law at 60 Park Place, Newark, 
9 
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CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 











ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U. S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bidg., 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 











NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 


Mitchell 2-1406 
Services available to atterneys only 
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Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 


For Our Unique Personal Service 


Sau -Yyers -Clinton 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


OF NEW JERSEY 
\.J. Lawyers - Operated for N.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


CAMDEN @ FREEHOLD @ MorristOWN @ New Brunswick 
PATERSON @ RiversipnE @ Toms RIVER @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 
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